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Floor Action 








MINING PAYMENTS 


The Senate July 11, by a 70-12 roll-call vote, passed 
and sent to the House a bill (S 4036) establishing a five- 
year price stabilization program for domestically mined 
lead, zinc, tungsten and acid-grade fluorspar and a one- 
year stockpile-purchase plan for copper. Amendments by 
John J, Williams (R Del.) todebate the subsidies for tung- 
sten and fluorspar and a section authorizing direct 
borrowing from the Treasury to finance the program were 
rejected. Cost to the Government was estimated at $155 
million for the first year, more than half of which -- $82.5 
million -- was allotted to the copper purchase plan which 
is due to expire June 30, 1959. (For voting see chart p. 
951). 

BACKGROUND -- Secretary of Interior Fred A, Sea- 
ton April 28, in testimony before the Senate Interior and 
Insular Affairs Minerals, Materials and Fuels Subcom- 
mittee, proposed support prices of 27.5 cents apound for 
copper, 14.75 cents a pound for lead, 12.75 cents a pound 
for zinc, $48 a short ton for tungsten and $36 a short ton 
for acid-grade fluorspar. On June 10 Seaton changed his 
copper proposal and announced the stockpiling plan. 
Appearing before the Minerals Subcommittee June 19, he 
recommended higher stabilization prices for the first 500 
tons of lead and zinc sold by a producer in each quarter. 
(Weekly Report p. 837) 

The Interior Committee drafted a new bill, S 4036, 
from a Committee print submitted June 23 bythe Minerals 
Subcommittee. As reported July 3 (S Rept 1799), S 4036 
called for higher stabilization prices than Seaton recom- 
mended and directed that the entire program be financed 
by loans from the Treasury, rather than byannual appro- 
priations from Congress, as Seaton proposed. 

President Eisenhower June 19 deferred adecision on 
Tariff Commission recommendations for higher tariffs on 
lead and zinc imports until Congress acted on Seaton’s 
stabilization plan, which the President said he approved. 
(Weekly Report p. 831) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, S 4036, 
the Domestic Minerals Stabilization Act of 1958: 


Provided that when a domestic producer of lead, 
zinc, tungsten or acid-grade fluorspar sells any newly- 
mined ore, he should present evidence of the sale to the 
Secretary of the Interior; the Secretary will make pay- 
ments to the producer equal to the difference between the 
price received by the producer and a stabilization price. 

Terminated the payment authority Dec. 31, 1963. 

Set the following stabilization prices for each mineral 
and the maximum stabilization payments that can be made 
to producers: 


Stabilization Stabilization 








Mineral Price Payment 
Lead (per pound) 15.5 cents 3.9 cents 
Zinc (per pound) 13.5 cents 2.9 cents 
Tungsten (per short ton) $53 $13 
Fluorspar (per short ton) $36 $18 


Set the following ceilings for mineral production on 
which payments can be made: lead, 350,000 tons; zinc, 
550,000 tons; fluorspar, 180,000 tons; tungsten, 375,000 
short ton units, 

Specified that payments shall not be made for min- 
erals sold to the Government. 

Directed that if sales of any mineral exceed quarterly 
limitations, the Secretary may lower the payments but no 
payments shall be denied a producer whose quarterly sales 
do not exceed the following quantities: lead, 1,250 tons; 
zinc, 1,250 tons; tungsten, 3,000 short ton units; fluorspar, 
1,250 tons, 

Limited to 15,000 tons per quarter the sales of tung- 
sten by any one producer in any one district, 

Provided limited tonnage bonus payments to lead and 
zinc producers on the first 500 tons sold in each quarter 
and to tungsten producers on the first 250 units sold. 

Directed the Secretary of the Interior to purchase 
for stockpiling, by June 30, 1959, upto 150,000 short tons 
of domestically mined, refined copper at a market price 
not to exceed 27.5 cents per pound. 

Authorized the Secretary to borrow up to $350 million 
from the Treasury for operation of the program, 

Required the Secretary to make annual reports on the 
program to Congressional committees. 

Set penalties for violation of the Act of a $10,000 fine 
or 10 years’ imprisonment or both, 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

John J, Williams (R Del.) -- Eliminate price supports 
for tungsten; July 11. Roll-call vote, 25-57. 

Williams -- Eliminate language authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Interior to borrow up to $350 million from 
the Treasury; July 11. Roll call, 28-54. 

Williams -- Eliminate the price support for acid- 
grade fluorspar; July 11. Voice vote. 

DEBATE -- July 10 -- Paul H. Douglas (D II.) -- 
Suggested that the Administration had proposed the min- 
erals subsidy plan in return for support of reciprocal 
trade extension by Senators from the Rocky Mountain 
states who otherwise might have opposed the trade act. 

Arthur V, Watkins (R Utah) -- Preferred higher 
tariffs, rather than a subsidy program, for protection of 
the mining industry, but denied the program could be 
compared to the Brannan farm plan, ‘‘Wedare not let the 
mines close down, because later...our economy would pay 
through the nose for foreign-produced lead, zinc and other 
minerals,’”’ 

Everett McKinley Dirksen (R Ill.) -- Because min- 
erals are essential to national defense, the Government 
has three choices: stockpile them, which is expensive; 
seek annual authorizations and appropriations, which 
causes controversy in Congress; or ‘‘provide subsidies to 
keep the mines open,’’ as in S 4036, 

July 11 -- Williams -- The mineral program “‘should 
be conducted on.,.the sound principle of annual appropria- 
tions’’ and not on the basis of loans which are ‘‘a farce,”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- Sen, Lister Hill (D 
Ala.) July 10 made public a letter he and 16 other Sena- 
tors from nine aluminum states wrote June 25to Admin- 
istration officials requesting relief for the import-strick- 
en aluminum industry. 
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Floor Action - 2 


OMNIBUS HOUSING 


The Senate July 11, by voice vote, passed an omnibus 
housing bill (S 4035) authorizing the Government to obli- 
gate $2.5 billion in various housing programs. The bill, 
for the most part, liberalized existing programs rather 
than authorized new ones, It sailed through the Senate 
with little debate and no roll-call votes. 

The way was cleared for S 4035 byconsultations be- 
tween Democratic and Republican leaders, Chairman 
John J, Sparkman (D Ala.) of the Senate Banking and Cur- 
rency Housing Subcommittee and Homer E, Capehart (R 
Ind.), ranking Subcommittee Republican, were able to 
present a united front as a result of these conferences. 

The Senate adopted, en bloc, 22 amendments by 
Capehart that reduced the funds authorized in the bill by 
$475 million. The saving was made principally by reduc- 
ing the urban renewal authorization from $350 million a 
year for six years to $300 million a year for six years 
and the college classroom direct loan fund from $250 
million to $125 million. His amendments also deleted a 
section of the bill which would have given the Federal 
National Mortgage Assn. $50 million more to buy coopera- 
tive mortgages and a section which would have permitted 
over-income tenants to stay in public housing and to buy 
their units. Capehart also reduced the authorization for 
the number of additional public housing units from 35,000 
to 17,500. 

BACKGROUND -- S 4035 was reported (S Rept 1732) 
to the Senate June 19. (Weekly Reprt p. 736, 858) 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate and sent to 
the House, S 4035, the Housing Act of 1958: 


FHA PROVISIONS 


Extended the Federal Housing Administration pro- 
gram for insuring home improvement loans until Sept. 30, 
1960, 

Raised the ceiling on mortgages on sales housing that 
FHA could insure from $20,000 to $22,500 for one-family 
and $25,000 for two-family homes, and from $27,500 to 
$30,000 on three-family homes. The existing ceiling of 
$35,000 on four-family homes was not changed. 

Authorized FHA to give the same amount of mortgage 
insurance to a builder as to a home owner, providing the 
builder put up 15 percent of the mortgage amount for 18 
months, or until he sold the house. Currently, the mort- 
gage insurance given to the builder is 85 percent of that 
available to the home owner, (The homeowner under the 
bill could take over the builder’s mortgage, thus pre- 
cluding two separate closing costs. The provision was de- 
signed to make it more practical for realtors to accept 
an old house as a trade-in on a new or larger one.) 

Raised the FHA mortgage ceilings on rental apart- 
ments from $2,250 to $2,500 per room for garden apart- 
ments and from $2,700 to $3,000 per room for elevator- 
type apartments. For apartments of less than four rooms, 
the ceiling was raised from $8,100 to $9,000 for garden 
units and from $8,400 to $9,400 for elevator units -- in- 
stead of basing the insurance on a per room basis. The 
allowable per room increase for high cost areas was 
raised from $1,000 to $1,250. 

Made the FHA mortgage ceilings on cooperative 
housing, where occupants buy their apartments instead of 
renting them, the same as on rental apartments. Also 
increased the maximum FHA loan ratio on cooperative 





apartments from 90 percent to 97 percent of replacement 
cost. 

Raised FHA mortgage ceilings on urban renewal 
housing (areas where slums are renovated or cleared 
away) to the maximums on regular sales and rental 
housing (see above), 

Increased the maximum loan ratio on urban renewal 
housing from 90 percent to 100 percent of replacement 
cost. 

Raised FHA mortgage ceilings on single-family re- 
location housing from $9,000 to $10,000 per dwelling unit 
in normal cost areas and from $10,000 to $12,000 in high 
cost areas, (Relocation housing is for families displaced 
by slum clearance programs.) 

Extended the mortgage terms on relocation housing 
(section 221) to two, three and four-family dwellings ag 
well as single-family ones and specified the Davis-Bacon 
Act would apply. (Under section 221, FHA insures bank 
loans for the total amount of the house’s estimated value, 
This makes it possible for families to buy a home with 
little down payment.) 

Increased FHA mortgage ceilings on trailer courts 
from $1,000 to $1,500 per space and from $300,000 to 
$500,000 per mortgage. 

Raised the FHA mortgage ceiling on rural housing 
from $8,000 to $9,000. 

Authorized FHA to liberalize further its mortgage 
ceilings on housing in the high cost areas of Alaska, 
Guam and Hawaii. 

Authorized FHA to continue to obligate itself -- 
through all the above programs -- for $4 billion in each 
of fiscal years 1959, 1960, 1961 and 1962, 


ELDERLY HOUSING 


Established a new program for married and single 
people 60 years old or over. FHA could insure their 
mortgages upto 100 percent of the dwelling unit’s replace- 
ment cost. This mortgage insurance would be available 
both to profit and non-profit organizations that built 
housing for elderly persons. 

Authorized FHA to insure mortgages on nursing 
homes approved by the Government. 


URBAN RENEWAL. 


Increased the authorization for the urban renewal 
program from the current $1,250,000,000 capital grant 
authorization by $300 million a year for fiscal years 1959 
through 1964, The amount could be increased an additional 
$150 million a year if the President and Housing and Home 
Finance Administrator recommended it. The total amount 
of capital grants contracted for before July 1, 1964, could 
not exceed $3,050,000,000, with no more than 12% percent 
going to any one state. 

Authorized Federal grants sothat communities could 
plan urban renewal programs. 

Increased the amount of money families displaced by 
urban renewal activity could collect for moving expenses 
from $100 to $200. 

Directed the HHFA Administrator to encourage giving 
businesses displaced by urban renewal projects priority 
in leasing or buying facilities in the redeveloped area. 

Authorized local agencies to use 15, instead of 10, 
percent of their urban renewal money in areas which are 
not predominantly residential. 
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LOW RENT HOUSING 


Authorized local public housing agencies toset rents 
and income requirements for their public housing units. 

Specified that the Federal Government should pay a 
uniform amount to the local public housing agency to re- 
tire its debt. (Currently, the Government’s annual con- 
tribution is the difference between what the agency makes 
on its rents and what it owes.) 

Authorized the local public housing agency to keep 
one-third of its profits, with the remaining two-thirds 
going to make advance payments on its indebtedness. 

Eliminated the requirement that agency budgets be 
approved in advance by the Federal Public Housing Ad- 
ministration. 

Required the agency to submit an annual audit of its 
operations to the Federal Government. 

Authorized the PHAto sign contracts for an additional 
17,500 public housing units. 

Authorized the local community to fulfill its contri- 
bution requirement on urban renewal projects by exempt- 
ing public housing units in the area from taxes. 


COLLEGE HOUSING 


Increased the maximum revolving fund for college 
housing loans from $925 million to $1,325,000,000, pro- 
vided that the money outstanding for other educational 
facilities did not exceed $150 million and the amount out- 
standing for hospitals did not exceed $75 million. 

Established a $250 million revolving fund for guaran- 
teeing loans to educational institutions for classroom and 
laboratory construction, 

Authorized 125 million in direct loans to colleges. 


MILITARY HOUSING 


Extended the Capehart military housing program un- 
til June 30, 1960. 

Increased the repayment time of FHA military hous- 
ing mortgages from 25 years to 30 years and the maximum 
mortgage from $17,100 to $20,000. 

Authorized the FHA to insure mortgages on housing 
at or near military installations on an ‘‘acceptable risk’’ 
rather than an ‘‘economic soundness’”’ basis ifthe Secre- 
tary of Defense certified the housing was necessary. 

Authorized the Federal National Mortgage Assn, to 
buy these acceptable risk mortgages on military housing 
with money in its special assistance fund. 

Authorized the Secretary of Defense to buy regular 
FHA-insured rental housing, such as garden apartments, 
if they were completed before July 1, 1952, and were 
needed by military personnel. Once the Secretary said 
the rental housing was needed, he would have to use it even 
if Capehart housing were built in the area, 

Established arbitration procedures for acquiring 
Wherry housing. 


MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS 


Raised the maximum mortgage FNMA could purchase 
from $15,000 to $20,000. 

Extended for one year (until Aug. 7, 1959) the re- 
quirement that FNMA must buy mortgages under its 
special assistance functions at par. 

Extended the farm housing research program for 
three years and authorized $100,000 annually. 
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Floor Action - 3 


Authorized an additional $150 million for the Vet- 
erans Administration direct home loan program. 

Authorized the Administrator of Veterans Affairs to 
bar builders and lenders from VA housing programs if 
they have been barred by the FHA, 

Authorized the VA to expand its list of ‘‘supervised 
lenders’’ -- those who can make VA loans without prior 
approval by the VA, 


AMENDMENTS ACCEPTED 

Jacob K, Javits (R N.Y.) -- Increase the moving al- 
lowance for families displaced by urban renewal action 
from $100 to $200; July 11. Voice vote. 

George A. Smathers (D Fla.) -- Increase the maxi- 
mum FHA mortgage insurance servicemen on active 
duty can obtain from $17,100 to $20,000. July 11. Voice. 

Clifford P, Case (R N.J.) -- Specify that the Davis- 
Bacon Act (which requires contractors to pay workers 
prevailing wages if Federal participation is involved) 
shall apply to multi-family housing built under section 
221; but not when workmen donate their services on 
housing built by non-profit organizations for the elderly; 
July 11. Voice, 

Case -- Increase the FHA mortgage insurance on 
rural housing from $8,000 to $9,000; July 11. Voice. 

Frank J, Lausche (D Ohio) on behalf of Harry F. Byrd 
(D Va.), as amended by J.W. Fulbright (D Ark.) -- Pro- 
vide that the local public housing agency’s audit of its 
budget shall be accepted as ‘‘final and conclusive’ by the 
Federal Government in the absence of fraud or evidence 
of waste or extravagance, disclosed by Federal financial 
post-audits but specify that the provision does not limit 
the authority of the General Accounting Office to audit 
expenditures....; July 11. Voice. (Byrd’s amendment 
would have retained the current requirement that local 
public housing authorities submit their proposed budgets 
te the Federal Public Housing Administration for ap- 
proval,) 

Strom Thurmond (D S.C.) -- Delete language stating 
it is Federal policy to scatter public housing units in 
neighborhoods instead of segregating them in one place; 
July 11. Voice. 

H, Alexander Smith (R N.J.) on behalf of Frederick 
G. Payne (R Maine) -- Direct the HHFA Administrator 
to consult with the U.S. Office of Education before loaning 
money to educational institutions; July 11. Voice. 

Joseph S, Clark (D Pa.) -- Limit the capital grant 
funds for any one state for urban renewal to 12% percent 
of the total; July 11. Voice. 


HUNGARIAN REFUGEES 


The Senate July 15 passed by voice vote and sent 
to the President a bill (HR 11033) to provide for the 
retroactive adjustment of the immigration status of 
some 32,000 Hungarian refugees. The refugees would 
be qualified for permanent admission to the United 
States except that, under parolee status, they lack 
passports and visas. The refugees entered the U.S. 
following the 1956 Hungarian revolt under a law giving 
the Attorney General power to admit parolees under 
emergency conditions for as long a period as he deemed 
necessary. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Judiciary Committee 
July 10 reported the bill (S Rept 1817), It was passed 
by the House May 5. (Weekly Report p. 595) 
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LEGISLATIVE FUNDS ? 
The Senate July 15 passed by voice vote a bill (HR Federal Code of Ethics 


13066) providing $123,320,419 in fiscal 1959 appropria- The Senate July 11 adopted by voice vote a reso- 
tions for Congress and related agencies. The total was lution (H Con Res 175) spelling out a code of ethics 
$526,250 less than budget estimates and $15,819,859 more for Federal officials, including Congressmen and 
than 1958 appropriations, Government employees. Introduced by Rep. Charles 

BACKGROUND -- In passing HR 13066 June 24, the E, Bennett (D Fla.), the resolution was approved by 
House appropriated $96,942,113 in ‘‘housekeeping”’ funds, the House on Aug. 28, 1957. H Con Res 175 has no 
but, in accordance with tradition, did not include funds for legal force and does not require the President’s 
the Senate. The Senate Appropriations Committee July 14 signature. It was reported July 10 by the Senate Post 
reported HR 13066 (S Rept 1835), adding $26,378,306 as Office and Civil Service Committee (S Rept 1812), 
its share. (Weekly Report p. 820), 
PROVISIONS -- The text of H Con Res 175: 

PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 13066 Resolved by the House of Representatives (the 
appropriated: Senate concurring), That it is the sense of the Con- 
gress that the following Code of Ethics should be 
Senate $ 23,479,140 adhered to by all Government employees, including 
House of Representatives 39,337,765 officeholders: ; 

Capitol Police 125,936 Any person in Government service should: 

Joint Committee on Reduction of 1, Put loyalty tothe highest moral principles and 

Nonessential Federal Expendi- to country above loyalty to persons, party, or Govern- 
tures 22,500 ment department, 

Education of Pages 53,500 2. Uphold the Constitution, laws and legal regu- 

Miscellaneous 2,267,000 lations of the United States and of all governments 

Architect of the Capitol 30,630,446 therein and never be a party to their evasion. 

Botanic Garden 972,500 3. Give a full day’s labor for a full day’s pay; 

Library of Congress 12,436,442 giving to the performance of his duties his earnest 

Government Printing Office 13,995,190 effort and best thought. 

——— 4. Seek to find and employ more efficient and 

TOTAL $123,320,419 economical ways of getting tasks accomplished. 

5. Never discriminate unfairly by the dispensing 

VETERANS’ CHARTER of special favors or privileges to anyone, whether 

for remuneration or not; and never accept, for him- 

The Senate July 15 passed by voice vote a bill (HR self or his family, favors or benefits under circum- 
11077) to incorporate the Veterans of World War I of the stances which might be construed by reasonable per- 
United States of America, The actioncleared the bill for sons as influencing the performance of his govern- 
the President. mental duties. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Judiciary Committee 6. Make no private promises of any kind binding 
reported HR 11077 (S Rept 1813) July 10. It was passed upon the duties of office, since aGovernment employ- 
by the House June 25. (Weekly Report p. 820) ee has no private word whichcan be binding on public 
duty. 

ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF STATE 7. Engage in no business with the Government, 

either directly or indirectly, which is inconsistent 

The House July 10, by voice vote, passed and sent to with the conscientious performance of his govern- 
the President a bill (S 1832) authorizing the appointment imental duties. 
of one additional Assistant Secretary of State at a salary 8. Never use any information coming to him con- 
of $20,000. Although the bill made no specific assignment, fidentially in the performance of governmental duties 
its purpose was to provide an Assistant Secretary of as a means for making private profit. 

State for African Affairs. The House was told the State 9, Expose corruption wherever discovered. 

Department preferred not to earmark the position. 10. Uphold these principles, ever conscious that 

BACKGROUND -- A previous attempt to pass S 1832 public office is a public trust. 
failed when it was brought up under suspension of the 
rules June 26, The House Rules Committee insured fur- 
ther consideration of the measure by granting a rule for defenders would be paid a salary not to exteed $10,000 
one hour’s debate on the bill. (Weekly Report p. 854). per year, and in less active districts, appointed part-time 

AMENDMENT REJECTED counsels would be paid at a rate of up to $35 per day. 

Barratt O’Hara (D Ill.) --Stipulate in the bill that the The program’s expense would be met through appropri- 
new Assistant Secretary be assigned to African Affairs; ated Federal funds. 

July 10. Voice vote. BACKGROUND -- The Department of Justice and the 
U.S, Judicial Conference had recommended enactment of 
public-defender legislation similar to $3275, as reported 

PUBLIC DEFENDERS July 10 (S Rept 1829) by the Senate Judiciary Committee. 

The Senate July 15 passed by voice vote, without An amendment adopted by the Committee, in the nature 
debate, an amended bill (S 3275) to authorize U.S, district of a substitute, lowered the rates of compensation orig- 
courts to appoint and pay public defenders and counsels inally proposed in the bill introduced Feb, 13 by Sen. 
for indigent defendants in criminal cases. The public Jacob K, Javits (R N.Y.). 
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CIVILIAN SPACE AGENCY 


Congress July 16 approved by voice votes the con- 
ference report (H Rept 2166) on HR 12575, the National 
Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958. 

BACKGROUND -- The bill was passed by the House 
June 2 and an amended version by the Senate June 16, 
(Weekly Report p. 725, 771) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the President, HR 12575: 

Declared it to be U.S, policy that activities in space 
should be devoted to peaceful purposes. 

Required that aeronautical and space activities be 
controlled by a civilian agency except for those which the 
President determined to be primarily associated with the 
national defense; the latter were placed under Department 
of Defense jurisdiction. 

Established the National Aeronautics and Space Coun- 
cil composed of the President, the Secretaries of State 
and Defense, the Administrator of the National Aeronau- 
tics and Space Administration, the Chairman of the Atomic 
Energy Commission, and four other appointees -- three to 
come from private life. 

Directed the President, with advice of the Council, 
to develop a comprehensive program of aeronautical and 
space activities, allocate responsibility for major proj- 
ects, provide for effective cooperation and resolve dif- 
ferences among departments and agencies. 

Authorized the Council to employ a professional staff 
for advice and assistance. 

Established the National Aeronautics and Space Ad- 
ministration headed by an Administrator and Deputy Ad- 
ministrator, to be appointed from civilian life. 

Directed the NASA to: coordinate and conduct aero- 
nautical and space activities; arrange for participation by 
the scientific community; disseminate information and 
make semiannual reports on its activities. 

Permitted NASA, under the foreign policy guidance 
of the President, to engage in international programs, 

Authorized the Administrator to: acquire and develop 
research facilities, aeronautical and space vehicles, and 
related property and accommodations; hire 260 specially 
qualified scientific and engineering personnel at pay 
grades higher than provided in the Classification Act of 
1949 and to pay others entering Federal service for the 
first time at rates two grades higher than usual starting 
salaries; make monetary awards for significantly valuable 
scientific or technical contributions. 

Directed the Administrator to establish security re- 
quirements and safeguards and make available to the pub- 
lic unrestricted information. 

Established the Civilian-Military Liaison Committee 
composed of a chairman to be appointed bythe President 
and representatives of the Department of Defense and the 
NASA who could appeal to the President for final determ- 
ination on any disagreement. 

Transferred all functions and obligations of the Na- 
tional Advisory Committee for Aeronautics to the NASA, 
and permitted the President, for four years, to transfer 
related functions of other agencies. 

Declared that any relevant invention made in the 
performance of contracted work under the NASA would 
be the exclusive property of the U.S. Government and 
authorized the Administrator to apply for or waive patent 
rights. 

Authorized the appropriation of funds necessary to 
carry out the act. 






Floor Action - 5 


AEC CONSTRUCTION FUNDS 


The House July 14 and the Senate July 15 passed by 
voice votes, after brief debate and over minor opposition, 
a bill (HR 13121) authorizing a fiscal 1959 construction 
program for the Atomic Energy Commission worth $386, - 
679,000 -- double the $193,379,000 sought by the Adminis- 
tration. The bill alsoincreased AEC’s 1957 authorization 
for its cooperative power reactor demonstration program 
by $25,198,000. 

The President July 10 voiced objections to several 
projects in the bill. (For text, see p. 937) Principal 
projects authorized over his objections were a $145 
million plutonium reactor, capable of being converted toa 
dual-purpose plutonium and power reactor, and various 
basic research facilities costing $39 million. In submit- 
ting a $463 million program to the Bureau of the Budget, 
AEC had included $120 million for a non-convertible 
plutonium reactor, but the item has disallowed. Mr. 
Eisenhower said the Defense Department was studying 
the need for a plutonium reactor. AEC’s Research 
Division had requested the additional research facilities, 
but the Commission, under Budget Bureau pressure 
to defer all but the most essential projects, did not 
submit them. 

An amendment by Sen. Leverett Saltonstall (R Mass.) 
to cut the plutonium reactor authorization back to $120 
million and eliminate its convertible features was rejected 
by voice vote after Clinton P. Anderson (DN.M.) told the 
Senate that all five AEC Commissioners preferred the 
more costly convertible design. Two minor amendments 
by Saltonstall were accepted, however, sending the bill to 
conference, 





BACKGROUND -- HR 13121 was reported July 2 by 
the Joint Atomic Energy Committee. Its report (H Rept 
2108) stated the Committee’s belief that ‘‘more plutonium 
production facilities are urgently needed’’ to meet 
weapons requirements, ‘‘The Joint Committee is serious- 
ly concerned,’’ the report said, ‘‘over the dominant role 
assumed by the Bureau ofthe Budget inthe atomic energy 
construction program. Again and again, the Committee 
was advised that the Bureau had disapproved a project or 
had withheld funds on a project recommended by the Com- 
mission and approved by Congress.’’ 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the Senate, HR 13121: 

Authorized $175,435,000 for special nuclear mate- 
rials facilities, including a $145 million plutonium reactor 
at Hanford, Wash. 

Authorized $41,700,000 for atomic weapons fabrica- 
tion, test and storage facilities. 

Authorized $106,117,000 for reactor development 
projects, including $51,000,000 for a gas-cooled, 
graphite-moderated power reactor. 

Authorized $31,650,000 for physical research facili- 
ties. 

Increased 1957 authorization for the cooperative 
power reactor demonstration program from $129,915,000 
to $155,113,000. 

Stipulated that AEC alone shall build the gas-cooled 
power reactor authorized if it is unable to reacha 
cooperative agreement with private industry within six 
months of getting an appropriation. 

Set deadlines of April 1 and May 1, 1959, for com- 
pletion of design studies authorized for five types of 
power reactors. 
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Floor Action - 6 


RECIPROCAL TRADE 


The Senate July 16 began debate onthe Trade Agree- 
ments Extension Act of 1958 (HR 12591), It voted July 17, 
on a 4-85 roll-call vote, to reject an amendment by Sen. 
Joseph S, Clark (D Pa.) to make the trade agreements 
program permanent, Voting for Clark’s amendment were 
Democratic Sens. Hubert H, Humphrey (Minn.), Richard 
L, Neuberger (Ore.) and Paul H, Douglas (II1.). 

Debate focused on the merits of Senate Finance Com- 
mittee amendments to the House version. 

BACKGROUND -- The Senate Finance Committee 
July 15 reported the bill (HR 12591 -- S Rept 1838) with 
numerous amendments of the version that the House 
passed June 11. (Weekly Report p. 762, 915) Principal 
Committee amendments: 

Extended the act for three years instead of five, 
permitted tariffs to be cut nomorethan5 percent in each 
of those years and permitted nocarry-over of unused cuts 
after expiration of the extension period. 

Required Congressional approval of Presidential 
decisions to override Tariff Commission recommenda- 
tions. 

Added a section providing that, in cases of a divided 
vote in the Tariff Commission, its affirmative findings 
(raising tariffs or import quotas) would be considered 
the findings of the Commission, and in case of a divided 
vote as to the remedy for injury, the recommendation 
specified by the President as providing the greatest 
measure of relief to a domestic industry would be 
considered the finding of the Commission. 

Broadened the House-approved national security pro- 
visions to require the President, in considering national 
security, to take into account the effect of a weakening in 
the general economy by excessive imports of competitive 
products, If he determined the article was being im- 
ported in quantities that threatened the national security, 
he would be required to adjust imports of the articles. 

Set up a nine-member bipartisan commission to in- 
vestigate operations of U.S, international trade policy. 

In individual views filed with the report, Sen, Paul 
H, Douglas (D Ill.) said enactment of the bill as reported 
would mean a ‘‘virtual abandonment’’ of the reciprocal 
trade program. 

A minority report by Sens, William E, Jenner (R Ind.) 
and George W. Malone (R Nev.) opposed any renewal of 
the trade agreements program but supported the proposed 
amendments as marking the ‘‘first move in 24 years to 
return to’’ the U.S, Constitution. 

DEBATE -- June 16 -- Prescott Bush (R Conn.), A. 
Willis Robertson (D Va.) -- Urged the Senate to restore 
the House language and reject the ‘“‘crippling amend- 
ments’’ of the Senate Finance Committee. 

Paul H. Douglas (D II.) -- The three-year, 15 per- 
cent authority amendments virtually deny the ability to 
lower tariffs, and the escape clause provisions of the 
Committee version greatly expand the methods by which 
tariffs may be increased. He urged the Senate to delete 
the provision for Congressional veto of a Tariff Com- 
mission finding, or ‘‘at least return tothe House version.” 

July 17 -- Olin D, Johnston (D S.C.) -- The ‘‘recip- 
rocal trade give-away’’ would give the President the 
‘‘legal right to out-give (Bernard) Goldfine.”’ 

H, Alexander Smith (R N,J.) -- Urged a five-year 
extension to permit the President todeveloptrade policy, 
meet the Communist trade challenge and negotiate with 
the European Economic Community. 
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PREEMPTION DOCTRINE 


The House July 17, by a 241-155 roll-call vote, 
passed and sent to the Senate an amended bill (HR 3) that 
restored the validity of state anti-subversive laws struck 
down by the Supreme Court in 1956 and provided that no 
act of Congress should be interpreted by the courts as 
nullifying state laws on the same subject unless Congress 
had specified its intention to preempt the field or unless 
a state and Federal law conflicted irreconcilably. Before 
passing HR 3, the House amended it, by a 249-147 roll 
call, to include the provision dealing specifically with 
state anti-subversive laws and then rejected, on a 161-236 
roll call, a motion to recommit the bill to the Judiciary 
Committee. The rule (H Res 597) for debate on HR 3 was 
adopted July 15 by a 268-114 roll call. (For voting see 
chart p. 952) 

BACKGROUND -- The Supreme Court April 2, 1956, 
in a 6-3 decision in the Steve Nelson case, invalidated 
sections of the Pennsylvania Sedition Act dealing with sub- 
versive activities against the United States. The Court 
held that Congress had implied its intention to preempt the 
subversive activities field by passing the Smith Act in 
1940, (1956 Almanac p. 586; Weekly Report p. 926) 

The House Judiciary Committee May 27 approved two 
bills (HR 3, 977) to overturn the Nelson decision and 
similar rulings. (Weekly Report p. 692) HR 3, reported 
June 13 (H Rept 1878), barred courts from applying the 
Federal preemption doctrine unless a state and Federal 
law conflicted irreconcilably or Congress had specified it 
intended to preempt the fiel€. HR 977, reported May 28 
(H Rept 1822), applied the same restrictions onthe courts 
but limited them to the field of subversive activities law. 


PROVISIONS -- As passed by the House, HR 3: 

Provided that no act of Congress should be construed 
as indicating Congressional intent to bar state legislation 
on the same subject unless Congress so specified or un- 
less there was direct and irreconcilable conflict between 
the state and Federal law. 

Specified that no act of Congress already passed 
should be construed as indicating Congressional intent to 
bar states from passing laws punishing subversive activi- 
ties against the Federal Government. 

AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

Edwin E, Willis (D La.) --IncludeinHR 3 the text of 
HR 977, specifying that no law already passed by Congress 
should be construed as indicating Congressional intent to 
invalidate state subversive activities laws; July 17. Teller 
vote, 206-88; roll call, 249-147. 

AMENDMENTS REJECTED 

Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) -- Make HR 3 apply only to 
future acts of Congress; July 17. Voice vote. 

Gardner R. Withrow (R Wis.) -- Bar HR 3 from ap- 
plying to laws dealing with common carriers; July 17. 
Voice. 

Donald E, Tewes (R Wis.) -- Permit courts, in apply- 
ing HR 3 to laws passed before its enactment, to infer 
Congressional intent from the legislative history of the 
laws in question; July 17. Voice. 

Lee Metcalf (D Mont.) -- Bar HR 3 from applying to 
laws dealing with Federal relations with Indian tribes; 
July 17. Voice. 

Charles A, Vanik (D Ohio) -- Bar HR 3 from applying 
to the Natural Gas Act; July 17. Voice. 

Francis E, Walter (D Pa.) -- Substitute for HR 3 the 
text of HR 977; July 17. Standing, 93-157. 
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AVIATION AGENCY 


The Senate July 14 passed by voice vote an amended 
bill (S 3880) to create an independent Federal Aviation 
Agency, headed by a civilian administrator with complete 
authority to regulate use of the national airspace, estab- 
lish air traffic rules, and develop and coordinate air navi- 
gation facilities for both civil and military aircraft. The 
unified agency would combine the present aviation func- 
tions of the Civil Aeronautics Administration, Airways 
Modernization Board and Secretary of Commerce, plus the 
safety regulation functions of the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

In addition to the adoption of technical amendments, 
a modified amendment was accepted which provided for 
appeal to the President for final determination incases of 
disagreement between the Administrator and Defense De- 
partment over proposed military airbase, missile or 
rocket site locations. 

BACKGROUND -- Edward P, Curtis, Special Assist- 
ant to the President for Aviation Facilities Planning, May 
10, 1957, submitted to the President a planto establish a 
unified agency which would consolidate all ‘essential 
management functions necessary to support the common 
need of U.S. civil and military aviation.’’ President 
Eisenhower, in a June 13, 1958, message to Congress, 
said that ‘‘recent mid-air collisions of aircraft...have 
emphasized the need for a system of air traffic manage- 
ment,...’” He urged enactment of the plan for an inde- 
pendent and unified aviation agency. (Weekly Report 
p. 799) 

The Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce Com- 
mittee July 9 reported an amended bill (S 3880 -- S Rept 
1811) generally similar to Administration proposals. Sen. 
A.S. Mike Monroney (D Okla.), chief sponsor of S 3880 
and Chairman of the Aviation Subcommittee, July 2 said 
the amended version, which gave the military the right of 
appeal to Congress over disagreement on site locations, 
had not satisfied military leaders. Monroney said the 
Administration also favored stronger appeal rights, as 
were subsequently provided by floor amendment. (Weekly 
Report p. 840) 


PROVISIONS -- As sent to the House, S 3880, the 
Federal Aviation Act of 1958: 

Reenacted (with certain deletions and language mod- 
ernization) current laws that pertained to: air carrier 
economic and foreign operation regulations; aircraft 
registration; safety regulations; war-risk insurance; air- 
craft accident investigations and sections on CAB juris- 
diction and procedure. 

Established the CAB on a statutory basis, with pro- 
visions for supergrade employees. 

Established the Federal Aviation Agency, to be headed 
by a civilian administrator assisted by a deputy who may 
be a member of the armed forces, Both would be appoint- 
ed by the President, subject to Senate confirmation. 

Empowered the administrator to regulate the use of 
navigable airspace by civil and military aircraft; develop 
air navigation facilities; prescribe air traffic rules; and 
conduct related research activities. 

Authorized advisory participation in the agency by 
military personnel and required reasonable prior noti- 
fication to the administrator concerning the establishment 
of military airport, missile or rocket site locations. In 
cases of disagreement between the administrator and the 
Department of Defense, provided for appeal to the Presi- 
dent for final determination. 
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Exempted military aircraft from air traffic rules in 
the event of urgent military necessity. 

Provided for the establishment of restricted airspace 
zones for security identification of aircraft. 

Set civil and criminal penalties for violations of the 
act or customs and quarantine regulations. 

AMENDMENT ACCEPTED 

Andrew F, Schoeppel (R Kan.) -- Require prior notice 
to the administrator before establishment of any military 
airport, missile or rocket site, and provide for appeal to 
the President for final determination in case of a disa- 
greement between the administrator and the Defense De- 
partment; July 14. Voice vote. 

DEBATE -- July 14 -- Monroney -- ‘The bill will 
mark a great milestone in aviation law and will give us 
the kind of organizational plan which will enable the in- 
dustry to carry the extremely heavy extra load placed up- 
on it by the advent of the jet air age.’’ 

Schoeppel -- ‘‘Failure to actin the postwar years has 
led to the conditions of inadequate air safety which now 
exist. I do not believe enough research has been done in 
connection with this problem.”’ 

RELATED DEVELOPMENT -- July 10 -- Air Force 
Vice Chief of Staff Gen. Curtis E, LeMay, calling the 
Nation’s air traffic control system inadequate, urged 
adoption of S 3880. He said Air Force pilots often are 
subject to more stringent rules than are applicable to 
civilian pilots and are not exempted from any flight regu- 
lations ‘‘except for urgent military necessities which the 
CAA acknowledges have not led to abuse.”’ 


SMALL BUSINESS AGENCY 


The House July 10 and the Senate July 11 adopted by 
voice votes the conference report on a bill (HR 7963 -- 
H Rept 2135) to revise the Small Business Act of 1953. 
It would make the Small Business Administration a perm- 
anent Federal agency. 

Conferees accepted, for the most part, changes made 
by the Senate when it passed HR 7963 July 1. (Weekly 
Report p. 857) They compromised on a maximum interest 
rate of 5.5 percent on SBA business loans. 

BACKGROUND -- Weekly Report p. 857; 1957 Alma- 
nac p. 677. 


PROVISIONS -- As signed bythe President, the Small 
Business Act: 

Made the Small Business Administration a permanent 
Federal agency. 

Authorized a maximum yearly interest rate of 5.5 
percent on SBA business loans, 

Increased the maximum loan to be granted by SBA 
from $250,000 to $350,000. 

Increased the revolving fund for business loans from 
$305 million to $500 million. 

Directed the SBA, after considering varying char- 
acteristics of small businesses, to assist them in 
obtaining Government procurement contracts in peace- 
time as well as during national emergencies, and to 
guarantee to them a fair share of Government property 
sales, 

Authorized the Treasury and the SBA to extend or 
renew for an additional 10 years any loan transferred to 
them from the defunct Reconstruction Finance Corp. 

Authorized the SBA to provide loans for research 
and development programs undertaken jointly by small 
businesses, and specified the programs. 



























On Supreme Court Decisions 














PROPOSALS TO SET ASIDE COURT DECISIONS 


With Congress in its last month of work, the show- 
down time has arrived for various proposals toset aside 
controversial decisions of the Supreme Court, The 85th 
Congress has seen an unusual amount of controversy over 
the work of the Supreme Court. (See 1957 Weekly Report 
p. 807 and Editorial Research Report No. 4, Jan, 22, 1958, 
Criminal Prosecution and the Supreme Court) Here are 
the major proposals on which proponents still hope for 
action this year: 





Detention of Prisoners -- The Supreme Court June 24, 
1957, invalidated the rape conviction of Andrew Mallory in 
Federal District Court, Washington, D.C., onthe grounds 
that his conviction was not validly obtained because the 
police had held him for seven and ahalf hours before any 
attempt was made to arraign him. 

The House July 2, by a roll-call vote of 294-79, 
passed a bill (HR 11477) to bar Federal Courts from dis- 
qualifying confessions of suspects incriminal cases sole- 
ly because of delay in bringing the suspect for arraign- 
ment. (Weekly Report p. 856) 

The bill has been referred to the Senate Judiciary 
Subcommittee on Improvements in the Federal Criminal 
Code and hearings on it and related Senate bills (S 2970, 
3325, 3355) began July 17. If a bill is reported, as 
expected, it will face a floor fight from. a hard core 
“civil liberties’’ group in the Senate, who want to write 
in additional restrictions against police abuse of pris- 
oners. Its chances of final enactment depend on the 
promptness with which the Committee and the Senate take 
action. 





Habeas Corpus Writs -- The Supreme Court Feb. 9, 
1953, in Brown v, Allen held that aprisoner convicted by 
a state court could file a habeas corpus petition before 
a Federal district court judge and have the state court 
proceedings reviewed even after the conviction had been 
affirmed by the highest state court and the Supreme Court 
had denied an appeal. 

The ruling resulted inasharpincrease inthe number 
of habeas corpus petitions to the Federal courts. The 
Judicial Conference of the U.S., composed of the chief 
justice and the presiding judges of the courts of appeals, 
the conference of state chief justices and the Department 
of Justice all urged ‘‘corrective’’ legislation. 

The House March 18 passed the recommended legis- 
lation (HR 8361) by voice vote. It provided that the Fed- 
eral judge could not entertain a petition for a writ of 
habeas corpus from a man convicted in state court unless 
it raised a ‘‘substantial Federal constitutional issue’’ 
which had not been raised before, which there had been no 
opportunity to raise before and which could not be raised 
thereafter in the state court. 

An identical bill passed the House in the 84th Con- 
gress and received no action in the Senate. The present 
bill has been held up in O’Mahoney’s Judiciary Subcom- 
mittee until the Administration came up with its detailed 
recommendations. These suggested amendments are 





reported nearly ready now, and the Subcommittee may act 
on the bill. If it reports it soon, chances of final passage 
are considered good. 


Price Discrimination -- The Supreme Court in the 
1951 Standard Oil case ruled a seller was not guilty of 
price discrimination if he juggled prices to meet competi- 
tion, even if that tended to create a monopoly or injure 
competition. (For full background, Weekly Report p. 107) 

The Senate Judiciary Committee June 23 voted to re- 
port an amended bill (S 11) designed to curb price dis- 
crimination in the wholesale pricing of cosmetics, food 
and drugs. It said in effect that manufacturers could not 
evade Federal price discrimination charges simply by 
claiming they acted in good faith to meet competition, 
(Weekly Report p. 838) 

The amended bill has beendescribed as ‘‘disappoint- 
ing’’ by backers of the original legislation, who did not 
want it restricted to specific industries. Ifthe bill comes 
up on the floor, they will try to amend it to broaden its 
application, at least tothe oilindustry, which was the sub- 
ject of the original Supreme Court ruling. 

With this fight in prospect, chances of final enactment 
of the bill this year appear to be dim. 





Sports Regulation -- The Supreme Court in 1953 up- 
held an earlier decision that professional baseball was 
not commerce and was not subject to Federal antitrust 
laws, On Jan. 31, 1955, it ruled that the legitimate stage 
and boxing were businesses subject to the antitrust laws 
and on Feb, 25, 1957, it said professional football also 
was subject to antitrust laws. 

The House June 24 passed by voice vote a substitute 
version of a bill (HR 10378) exempting most activities of 
professional baseball, basketball, football and hockey 
from the antitrust laws. Exempted were activities relat- 
ing to equalization of playing strength, employing and re- 
serving players, territorial rights, broadcast and tele- 
vision rights and ‘‘the preservation of public confidence 
in the honesty of sports contests.’’ (Weekly Report p. 816) 

The Senate Judiciary Antitrust and Monopoly Subcom- 
mittee began hearings July 9 on the House-passed bill and 
Chairman Estes Kefauver (D Tenn.) wants final actionon 
the problem this year. However, he has indicated he per- 
sonally favors tighter rules on the professional sports 
than the House bill provided, so there is some doubt the 
two chambers will be able to agree on the terms of the 
bill before the session ends. 





Passports -- The Supreme Court June 16 ruled in the 
Rockwell Kent case that Congress had given the State De- 
partment no authority todeny a persona passport because 
of his ‘‘beliefs or associations.’’ 

The Administration July 8 submitted a bill (S 4110) 
that would grant the State Department the right to deny a 
passport to Americans whose activities aided Communism 
during the 10 years before the passport application was 
made, President Eisenhower asked for quick action on 
the measure (Weekly Report p. 911) 


COPYRIGHT 1958 CONGRESSIONAL QUARTERLY I 


PAGE 926 -- Week ending July 18, 1958 tepodiction prohibited in Chole erin port encapt by editorial lien 











The Senate Foreign Relations Committee began hear - 
ings on the bill July 16. Chairman Theodore Francis 
Green (D R,I.) said he was reserving judgment on its 
merits. The House Foreign Affairs Committee is also 
expected to schedule early hearings. Strong Congres- 
sional support has built up behind the President’s request 
and observers consider it likely that a passport bill -- 
not necessarily embodying the Administration recom- 
mendations -- will be passed by Congress this year. 


Federal Employee Security -- The Supreme Court 
June 11, 1956, in the Cole case ruled that only Federal 
employees in ‘‘sensitive’’ jobs could be dismissed as 
security risks. (1956 Almanac p, 579) 

The Senate Aug. 8, 1957, passed by voice vote a bill 
(S 1411) permitting Government agencies to transfer 
workers to non-sensitive jobs when security proceedings 
were started against them. Under existing law such work- 
ers must be suspended without pay before hearings are 
held. 

The House Post Office and Civil Service Committee 
Aug. 20, 1957, reported the bill in drastically amended 
form. The amended bill provided that all Federal em- 
ployees should be considered to be engaged in activities 
involving national security and thus be subject to sus- 
pension by their department heads under the security pro- 
gram, (1957 Almanac p, 649) 

The House July 10 passed the amended version of the 
bill 295-46, (Weekly Report p. 892) The House version, 
at the request of Sen. Olin D. Johnston (D S.C,), was re- 
ferred to the Senate Post Office and Civil Service Com- 
mittee for study. The Committee began consideration 
of the bill July 17. 





State Subversive Laws -- The Supreme Court April 
2, 1956, in the Steve Nelson case knocked out anti-sub- 
versive laws of 42 states on the grounds that Congress, 
in the 1940 Smith Act, took over or preempted exclusive 
jurisdiction on anti-Communist laws, (1956 Almanac 
p. 586) 

The House Judiciary Committee May 28 reported a 
bill (HR 977) to restore the validity of the state anti- 
subversive laws. (Weekly Report p. 692) 





Preemption Doctrine -- The House Judiciary Com- 
mittee June 13 also reported a bill (HR 3) which would 
deal with the Nelson case and a varietyof other Supreme 
Court decisions based on the preemption doctrine. 

HR 3 provided that no act of Congress should be in- 
terpreted by the Supreme Court as invalidating state laws 
in the same field unless Congress so specified or unless 
there was such a ‘‘direct and positive conflict’’ between 
the Federal and state laws that the two could not be re- 
conciled, (1956 Almanac p. 586) 

The House July 17 began its third day of debate on 
HR 3, with arguments centering on the bill’s probable ef- 
fect on commerce and labor laws. Proponents said the 
courts needed HR 3 as aguide for construing the preemp- 
tion doctrine; opponents said it would unsettle 150 years 
of established legal relationships. (For action on HR 3, 
see p. 924) 

Prospects of Senate action on HR 3 or HR 977 are 
considered doubtful this year, because the opposition in 
the Senate is strong enough that there would undoubtedly 
be prolonged debate -- a luxury the Senate probably can- 
not afford at this stage of the session. 
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Supreme Court Decisions - 2 


Jenner-Butler Bill -- The Senate Judiciary Commit- 
tee May 15 reported an amended bill (S 2646) that would 
countermand the effect of Supreme Court decisions in 
four fields: 





1 -- State Subversive Laws. S 2646, like HR 977 and 
HR 3, would reinstate the state anti-subversive laws 
knocked out by the Nelson decision. 

2 -- Contempt of Congress. The Supreme Court June 
17, 1957, in the Watkins case ruled that a witness before 
the House Un-American Activities Committee was not 
guilty of contempt of Congress for refusing to answer 
certain questions, because the Committee’s legislative 
mandate was ‘‘loosely worded’’ and ‘‘excessively broad’’ 
and the Committee had failed to show the questions were 
‘‘pertinent’’ to its inquiry. 

S 2646 says ‘‘any question shall be deemed perti- 
nent...if such question is ruled pertinent by the body 
conducting the hearing.” 

3 -- Admission to the Bar. The Supreme Court, 
in a pair of 1957 decisions, the Konigsberg and Schware 
cases, reversed the refusal of two states to admit 
persons to the practice of law because of their refusal 
to answer bar committee questions on beliefs and affilia- 
tion with the Communist party, in one case, and because 
of past membership in the Communist party, inthe other 
case, 

S 2646 would deny the Supreme Court jurisdiction 
to review any state regulations or decisions on admission 
of persons to the state bars. 

4 -- Smith Act Amendment. The Supreme Court 
June 17, 1957, in the Yates case ruled that five California 
Communist leaders should be freed and nine others given 
new trials because the Smith Act did not outlaw ‘‘advo- 
cacy of forcible overthrow of the Government as an 
abstract doctrine.’’ 

S 2646 would broaden the Smith Act to outlaw such 
advocacy ‘‘without regard to the immediate probable 
effect of such action.’’ 

The fate of S 2646 rests entirely in the hands of the 
Senate Democratic Policy Committee, Its head, Sen. 
Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas), has made no move 
to schedule the bill for floor consideration since it 
was reported in May, and the bill’s backers told Con- 
gressional Quarterly they did not believe he intended 
to call it up in the remainder of this session, As with 
the House bills on the state subversive laws and the 
preemption doctrine, S 2646 has strong opposition in 
the Senate, and the prospect of prolonged debate will 
probably keep it off the Senate’s agenda this year. 


One Decision Overruled 


Access to Government Files -- The 85th Congress 
has already overruled, or at least substantially modified, 
one controversial Supreme Court decision, 

The Court June 3, 1957, in the Jencks case held that 
the defendant in a criminal case was entitled to receive 
reports and statements from Government files touching 
the events and activities on which a Government witness 
testified at the trial. 

Congress passed a law (PL 269) that specified ex- 
actly what kind of Government records would be made 
available to such defendants and authorized the trial 
judge to screen the documents for relevance, a role the 
Supreme Court had said it was improper for him to 
perform, (1957 Almanac p, 659) 
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HAWAIIAN STATEHOOD UNLIKELY THIS YEAR 


Hawaii has very little chance of gaining statehood in 
1958. The major reasons: 
@ Democratic leaders, who determine what bills come 
up on the Senate and House floors for action, are against it. 
@ It is so late inthe sessionthat taking up Hawaii would 
shove aside bills worth more votes at the polls this fall. 
@ Hawaii’s delegate to Congress does not want the 
statehood bill taken up this year. 


Reasons Detailed 
DEMOCRATIC LEADERSHIP -- Democratic leaders 


in both the Senate and House have made it clear they do 
not plan to bring Hawaii up for a vote in 1958. Assistant 
Majority Leader Mike Mansfield (D Mont.) July 10 said: 
“I express the hope that as soon as possible in the 86th 
Congress (1959-60), whether it be Republican or Demo- 
crat, the issue of Hawaiian statehood will be before this 
body for consideration.’’ His statement was in answer 
to demands from Sens, Gordon Allott (R Colo.) and Arthur 
V. Watkins (R Utah) that the Senate vote on statehood for 
Hawaii. Mansfield added, ‘‘In the debate on the Alaskan 
statehood bill, and in response to an inquiry by the min- 
ority leader, I stated that as soon as a bill for Hawaiian 
statehood was sent to the Senate from the House, I would 
do all in my power to have it brought before the appro- 
priate committee and the Senate for consideration.... I 
express the hope...that we will recognize the fact it is 
getting pretty late in the session, that much business is 
piling up, that a great deal of work still has to be done 
and we are all interested in enacting a bill, let us hope 
early next year, to admit Hawaii as a state.’’ 

On the House side, the bill (HR 49) to admit Hawaii to 
the Union is before the Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee. The Committee is not disposed to report the bill 
as evidenced by its vote of June 16, On that date the Com- 
mittee rejected, by a 2-22 vote, a motion to delay con- 
sideration of the Fryingpan-Arkansas bill (HR 594) so the 
Hawaii statehood bill could be considered. The Hawaii bill 
(HR 49) is right behind HR 594 onthe Committee agenda. 

The Hawaii bill, evenif the House Interior Committee 
voted to report it, would go next tothe House Rules Com- 
mittee. The Rules Committee, headed by Chairman 
Howard W, Smith (D Va.), is stacked against Hawaiian 
statehood. It also opposed Alaska statehood. But the 
Alaska bill (HR 7999) bypassed the Rules Committee when 
House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D Texas) ruled that the bill 
was privileged under a House rule and could therefore be 
taken up directly. However, the Hawaii bill would not qual- 
ify for the same privilege until it had been reported out of 
the House Interior Committee. The bill could be forced out 
of the Interior Committee if 218 of the 435 Representatives 
signed a petition to report it. But it is unlikely such a 
maneuver will be attempted this late in the session. 

Another reason why Democratic leaders are reluctant 
to push Hawaii as vigorously as they did Alaska is that 
Alaska traditionally elects Democrats while Hawaii tra- 
ditionally elects Republicans (see chart), With Democrats 
having a narrow 49-47 edge in the Senate, the election of 
two Democratic Senators from Alaska would provide them 





Hawaii Voting 


Hawaii has a Republican Governor (William F, 
Quinn); 12 Democrats and three Republicans in its 
senate; and 18 Democrats and 12 Republicans in its 
house of representatives. Here are the postwar 
votes for delegate to Congress. 

Year Total Vote Republican Democratic Plurality 
1956 148,898 66,732 82,166 15,434D 
1954 138,042 69,466 68,576 890R 
1952 126,193 67,748 58,445 9,303R 
1950 =-:111,883 71,271 40,612 30,659R 
1948 100,645 75,725 24,920 50,805R 
1946 82,974 45,765 37,209 8,556R 

The successful Republican candidate in 1946 
through 1952 was Joseph R, Farrington. His widow 
ran for delegate in 1954 and 1956. The Democratic 
candidates by years: 1956 and 1954, John A. Burns; 
1952, Delbert E. Metzger; 1950, William B. Cobb; 
1948, Burns; 1946, William Borthwick. 














with a more comfortable margin. This advantage would, 
of course, be neutralized if Hawaii elected two Republican 
Senators at the same time. 

CROWDED AGENDA -- With adjournment of Con- 
gress expected around August 10, Representatives and 
Senators are rushing to finish work on scores of impor- 
tant bills. Many of them, like the Fryingpan-Arkansas 
bill (HR 594), are more important tothe people concerned 
than statehood for Hawaii. Many of the Representatives 
and Senators facing reelection Nov. 4 see these bills as 
the difference between victory and defeat at the polls. 

HAWAIIAN DELEGATE’S VIEW -- Hawaii’s only 
official voice in Congress is its delegate, John A, Burns 
(D), Although he does not have avote, he sits on the floor 
of the House and can make speeches. He is Hawaii’s 
official representative in Congress and his views there- 
fore carry weight. Burns is not pushing for Hawaiian 
statehood in 1958. In an interview with Congressional 
Quarterly July 10, Burns said, ‘“There’s no sense push- 
ing the bill now because all the ducks are not lined up.”’ 
He said the ways are not greased for the Hawaii bill. 
He said he saw no sense in trying to get the bill out on 
the floor again this year because it would be defeated. 
He said it was better to wait until 1959. 

Burns’ view amounts to a split in the front Hawaii is 
trying to present to Congress. Gov. William F. Quinn (R) 
of Hawaii July 7 arrived in Washington tohead a 15-mem- 
ber delegation pledged to work day and night for Hawaiian 
statehood, ‘‘The Congress cannot now shut the door in the 
face of Hawaii after the passage of the Alaska statehood 
bill,’’ Quinn said, But Burns July 6 said Quinn’s delegation 
was ‘‘politically partisan.’’ He said ‘‘the injection of par- 
tisanship by unilateral action as contemplated by this mis- 
sion set up by Secretary (of Interior) Seaton and Gov. Quinn 
will harm Hawaii’s golden opportunity.’’ Burns is up for 
reelection this year in traditionally Republican Hawaii. 
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Proponent’s Efforts 


Quinn July 9 told Congressional Quarterly he was 
going to stay in Washington as long as he could to lobby for 
Hawaiian statehood, ‘‘It is incumbent upon us to probe 
every angle and to take every step possible to gain state- 
hood for our people,’’ Quinn said. The 39-year-old Gov- 
ernor, a graduate of Harvard Law School, said he and his 
delegation were calling on key lawmakers and holding 
daily strategy sessions. Quinn said the biggest obstacle 
he has run into on Capitol Hill is the feeling among lead- 
ers that it is too late to get Hawaii moving this session. 
He said the race argument is not expressed. It is an 
open secret that many Southern Senators and Representa- 
tives fear Hawaii, where there is a mixture of races, 
would make it harder for them to hold off further civil 
rights legislation. Quinn said he feared any civil rights 
battle in 1959 would hurt statehood chances, another rea- 
son he wants to get the Hawaii bill passed in 1958. 

Republican leaders are fighting for action on the 
Hawaii bill in 1958. GOP National Chairman Meade 
Alcorn July 10 said, ‘‘There is no reasonable cause for 
further delay.’’ Senate Minority Leader William F. 
Knowland (R Calif.) July 11 told Congressional Quarterly: 
“‘T doubt if the chances for Hawaii getting statehood in 
1958 are as good as 50-50, but there is a possibility.... 
I am going to do everything in my power, both publicly 
and privately, to get the bill through.”’ 

Lobbyists for Hawaiian statehood privately contend 
the Democratic leaders made a deal with the Members 
of Congress who were reluctant to grant Alaska and 
Hawaii statehood. The Democratic leaders, they charge, 
pledged not to bring up the Hawaii bill if their reluctant 
Members went along with Alaska. Democratic leaders 
dismiss the ‘‘deal’’ charge as nonsense, They point to 
the rule which allows any billonthe calendar to be called 
up to the floor by a simple majority vote. Burns July 10 
said he was party to no such deal. He added that if such 
an arrangement would assure action on statehood earlyin 
1959, he would favor it. 


Administration Support 


President Eisenhower, in signing the Alaska bill 
into law (HR 7999 -- PL 508) July 7, said, ‘‘While I am 
pleased with the action of Congress admitting Alaska, I 
am extremely disturbed over reports that no action is 
contemplated by the current Congress on pending legisla- 
tion to admit Hawaii as a state.... I personally believe 
that Hawaii is qualified for statehood equally with Alaska. 
(Weekly Report p. 904) 

The Democratic platforms of 1948, 1952 and 1956 
urged immediate statehood for both Hawaii and Alaska. 
The Republican platform of 1948 favored eventual state- 
hood for both territories. The 1952 GOP platform fav- 
ored immediate Hawaiian statehood and Alaskan statehood 
under ‘‘an equitable enabling act.’’ The 1956 GOP plat- 
form pledged immediate statehood for Alaska and Hawaii. 


Hawaii Congressional Action 


In 1840, Hawaii, then akingdom, became anindepend- 
ent constitutional monarchy. In 1853, King Kamehameha 
III entered into negotiations with the U.S. Government for 
Hawaiian statehood. A treaty providing for annexation of 
Hawaii as a state was drafted, but King Kamehameha died 
before he could signit. His successor let the negotiations 
lapse. 


Hawaiian Statehood - 2 


Hawaii’s independent monarchy was overthrown in 
1893 and a Republic set upin1894, The new government, 
headed by Sanford B. Dole as president, began negotiations 
with the U.S. which resulted in a treaty whereby Hawaii 
was ‘‘incorporated with the U.S, as anintegral part tere- 
of.’’ In 1898 Hawaii was annexed to the U.S, In 1900 it 
was given the political status of anincorporated territory, 
and its new constitution, the Hawaiian Organic Act, was 
approved by Congress. 

Hawaiian Delegate Kuhio Kalanianaole (R 1903-22) in 
1919 introduced the first of a series of bills for Hawaiian 
statehood, Hawaiians voted in favor of statehood in 1940 
by more than 2-1, (39,413-19,911), Congressional legisla- 
tive action: 

1947 -- The House for the first time passed a bill 
providing for Hawaiian statehood by a 195-133 roll-call 
vote (D 54-77; R 141-56), 

1948 -- A resolution todischarge the Hawaiian state- 
hood bill from the Senate Interior and Insular Affairs 
Committee was defeated on the Senate floor by a 20-51 
vote (D 6-24; R 14-27). 

1949 -- The House Public Lands Committee favor- 
ably reported a Hawaiian statehood bill to the floor, but 
no further action was taken on it, 

1950 -- The House passed the Hawaiian statehood bill 
by a 261-111 roll-call vote (D 140-79; R 120-32), The 
Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Committee reported 
the bill to the floor, but it did not come up for a vote. 

1951 -- The Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee reported a statehood bill, but no further action was 
taken, 

1953 -- The House passed the Hawaiian statehood bill 
by a 274-138 roll-call vote (D 97-100; R 177-37). 

1954 -- The Senate Interior and Insular ‘Affairs Com- 
mittee voted to combine an Alaskan statehood bill with a 
Hawaiian one, but later reversed itself and reported the 
bills separately. The Senate agreed to an amendment to 
combine the two bills by a 46-43 roll-call vote (D 42-2; 
R 3-41), The Senate rejected an amendment, by a 24-60 
(D 20-22; R 4-37) vote, to grant commonwealth status to 
Alaska and Hawaii. It also rejected an amendment, by a 
26-59 (D 23-19; R 3-39) vote, tohave the inhabitants of the 
territories vote whether they wanted statehood or com- 
monwealth status. 

The Senate later amended the House-passed Hawaiian 
statehood bill of 1953 by tying Alaska toit. It passed the 
combined bill 57-28 (D 23-19; R 33-9), The House Rules 
Committee refused to hold a conference to resolve dif- 
ferences in the House and Senate versions, thus killing the 
bill. 

1955 -- The House Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee approved a joint Alaska-Hawaii admission bill, but 
the House recommitted it 218-170 (D 105-107;R 113-63), 

1957 -- The Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Com- 
mittee reported a Hawaiian statehood bill (S 50-- S Rept 
1164) to the floor, but no further action was taken. 

1958 -- As of July 18, S 50was pending on the Senate 
calendar, A similar Hawaiian statehood bill (HR 49) was 
pending before the House Interior and Insular Affairs 
Committee, which failed to act on it July 16. 





For Further Details -- 1958 Weekly Report p. 
696; 1957 Almanac p. 646; 1955 Almanac p. 372; 1954 
Almanac p.394; 1952 Almanac p, 230;1950 Almanac 
p. 410; 1948 Almanac p. 289; 1947 Almanac p, 321. 
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Around The Capitol 





MIDEAST CRISIS AND CONGRESSIONAL REACTION 


The Iraqi government revolt and the subsequent dis- 
patch of United States forces to neighboring Lebanon faced 
the West with the worst Middle Eastern crisis since the 
Israeli-British-French invasion of Egypt in 1956. A 
chronology of events: 

July 14 -- The pro-Western government of Iraq’s 
King Faisal II was overthrown in a military coup. The 
revolutionary government, headed by Brig. Gen. Abdel 
Karim Al Kassem, declared the establishment of a repub- 
lic following the ‘‘liberated Arab’’ policies of President 
Gamal Abdel Nasser of the United Arab Republic. 

In Washington, President Eisenhower conferred with 
Congressional and Administration leaders, then called for 
an emergency meeting of the United Nations Security 
Council July 15. There were unconfirmed reports that 
President Camille Chamoun of revolt-torn Lebanon had 
requested U.S, aid. King Hussein of Jordan announced he 
had replaced his cousin Faisal as chief of state of the 
Iraqi-Jordan Arab Federation. 

July 15 -- President Eisenhower announced that U.S, 
forces were being sent to Lebanon to guard American 
lives and help preserve that nation’s independence against 
“indirect aggression.’’ An advance guard of a force of 
5,000 Marines landed in Lebanon and advanced to Beirut’s 
international airport. Great Britain announced its support 
of the U.S. action. The U.A.R. officially recognized the 
rebel regime in Baghdad. President Eisenhower explained 
his action in a message to Congress anda radio-televis- 
ion statement. (For text of statements see p. 935) 

At the Security Council meeting in New York, U.S. 
Delegate Henry Cabot Lodge Jr. presented a resolution 
calling on the UN to setupaninternational military force 
to seal the borders and protect the independence of Leban- 
on. The resolution said the U.S, forces would remain in 
Lebanon only until the UN could assume responsi’ ility. 
Soviet Delegate Arkady A. Sobolev presented a resolution 
calling upon the U.S, ‘‘to cease armed intervention in the 
domestic affairs of the Arab states and to remove its 
troops from the territory of Lebanon immediately.’’ 

July 16 -- President Eisenhower ordered Deputy Un- 
der Secretary of State Robert D. Murphy to fly to Beirut 
as his special political representative. The State Depart- 
ment said it was considering an appeal from Jordan to 
supply quantities of oil and gasoline formerly delivered 
from Iraq. British Foreign Secretary Selwyn Lloyd flew 
to Washington for conferences. Russia recognized the 
new Iraq government, called on the United States to with- 
draw at once from Lebanon, said Russia ‘‘cannot stand 
by as a spectator.’’ .UN Secretary General Dag Hammar- 
skjold said the UN watchdog team already in Lebanon 
could do the job of stopping outside aid to Lebanese 
rebels. His statement was interpreted as a move to kill 
the U.S. proposal for an international military force. 
More Marines landed in Lebanon. 

July 17 -- British troops landed in Jordan at the re- 
quest of King Hussein. The U.S. continued airlifting forces 
to the Mideast. Russia announced military maneuvers 
would begin July 18 in its southern provinces bordering 
Turkey and Iran. 


Congressional leaders July 15 generally expressed 
approval of President Eisenhower's action in sending 
Marines into Lebanon, House Speaker Sam Rayburn (D 
Texas) called it ‘‘the proper thing to do,’’ and Senate 
Majority Leader Lyndon B. Johnson (D Texas) said: 
‘‘The armed forces of the United States have been com- 
mitted. At the present time no one can forsee the future 
clearly. But, whatever the future may hold in store for 
us, the American people will be united. We will make 
it clear to the aggressors that this country is de- 
termined to maintain freedom in this world at whatever 
the cost.’”’ 

Senate Republican Leader William F. Knowland 
(Calif.) and Sen. Styles Bridges (R N.H.), chairmanof the 
GOP Policy Committee also supported the move. Bridges 
said this might ‘‘be the free world’s last chance to act 
decisively in the Middle East. The alternative would seem 
to be to pull out of that vital area entirely and leave it to 
a shaky brand of Soviet-oriented Nasserism.’’ The action 
also was supported by House Republican Leader Joseph 
W. Martin Jr. (Mass.) and his Democratic counterpart, 
John W. McCormack (Mass.). 

Some Members of Congress, however, were critical 
of the President’s action. Senate Majority Whip Mike 
Mansfield (D Mont.) -- who favored sending UN police 
patrols into the Lebanese area -- said he was ‘‘doubtful 
of the wisdom of landing American Marines in Lebanon 
at this time.’’ The decision, he said, could have ‘‘mo- 
mentous consequences,”’’ but he added that ‘‘I will do my 
very best as a Senator to support the action taken.’’ Sen. 
John Sherman Cooper (R Ky.) called the action ‘‘unwise’’ 
but said, ‘‘We must support the President and our troops 
to the very limit of our capabilities.’’ Cooper said: ‘‘I 
believe there are operating in the Middle East forces and 
movements which cannot be bottled up or settled by 
force.’’ These forces, he said, were theunsettled Arab- 
Israeli problems, the sentiment in the area against Great 
Britain and France and the ‘‘revolution against the feudal 
governments (which) is the central fact of life in the 
area.’’ Cooper cautioned that ‘‘because of the revolution 
and the nationalism in the area, we may find ourselves 
without popular support and fighting against the people of 
the area. We must face the fact of possible Russian inter- 
vention.... We must also face the fact that in the event of 
such intervention, total war would at least be a possibil- 
ny.” 

Opposition also was expressed in a July 15 House 
speech by Rep. Henry S, Reuss (D Wis.), Rayburn headed 
off further foreign policy speeches by saying that ‘‘in 
times like these we had better allow matters to develop 
rather than make remarks about them.’’ The following 
day the Speaker, in reply to a unanimous consent request 
by Rep. Emanuel Celler (D N.Y.) to address the House, 
replied: ‘‘Not if it is controversial. The Chair is not 
going to recognize Members to talk about foreign 
affairs in this critical situation.’’ However, Celler 
was permitted to speak when he assured Rayburn that 
‘‘my statement is going to be in favor of what the Presi- 
dent is doing.’’ 
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Presidential Report 





THE PRESIDENT’S SPEECH TO THE CANADIAN PARLIAMENT 


Following is the complete text of President Eisenhower's July 9 speech to the 
Canadian Parliament in Ottowa: 


Mr. Speaker of the Senate, Mr. Speaker of the House, Mr. 
Prime Minister, Members of the Canadian Houses of Parliament, 
distinguished guests and friends: 

As I begin, may I be permitted to speak a few words in my 
halting French to my French friends of Canada? The Prime 
Minister did this with great courage, I assure you! doit in 
abject fear. 

(The President then spoke a passage in French. A translation 
is provided below.) 

(Translation: Here, in Canada, you have demonstrated that 
differences in speech and manners of expression need not impair 
communications among a free people. So it must be among all 
nations of the free world. Though we may speak in different 
tongues and accents, that fact does not weaken our determination 
to work for a just and lasting peace. All of Canada has a great 
and rich tradition in the serviceofthis high purpose. Her dedica- 
tion to it has been stanch and perservering. Her example 
encourages free men everywhere.) 

Mr. Prime Minister, I want you to know of my deep personal 
appreciation of the warmth of the welcome that you have extended 
to me and of the generosity of the remarks which you have just 
delivered concerning me, 

Along that same line, I should like to express my very great 
appreciation of the warmth of the welcome that Mrs. Eisenhower 
and I have experienced throughout the city, along the streets and 
in every meeting. We are truly grateful. 

This is my fourth visit to your beautiful capital. I recall 
well when your gracious Queen came to Washington from Ottawa 
we spoke together of the beauty of this city and the greatness of 
Canada, It is good toreturn --to see old friends and to make new 
ones, 


EARLIER VISITS 


I came here first in 1946 to congratulate the Canadian people 
on the brilliant role played by the Canadian forces that you placed 
under my command in the World War which had then recently 
ended in victory. 

My next visit was made as commander of NATO forces in 
Europe. In 1953 I returned as President and talked in this House 
of some aspects of the relationship between our two countries. 

I then spoke of the St. Lawrence Seawayin prospective terms. 
Today it is near completion and next year it will be open. This is 
truly a great joint accomplishment. It will open up important 
regions of both Canada and the United States to ocean traffic. It 
will ever stand as a monument of what can be achieved by the 
common effort of two sovereign nations. 

On that same occasion I spoke of the need to devise ways to 
protect our North America from any surprise attack. Since then 
we have made great strides. The Distant Early Warning (DEW) 
Line has been built and placed in operation. In the process of 
its construction I am sure much has been learned which will 
contribute to the more rapid development of the northern reaches 
of Canada and our new state, Alaska. 

Last month an agreement was concluded between our two 
governments to establish a combined air defense headquarters 
for this continent. We have also -- both of us -- striven, as 
we will continue to strive, for the Soviet Union’s agreement to 
a system of inspection to protect against surprise attack through 
the Arctic. 

Recent Soviet communications have strengthened the hope 
that they will come to see that by such a system any basis for 
their professed fears of an attack across the pole will be removed. 
For Canada and for the United States such a system in operation 
would add measurably to our security against a sudden attack, 
Possibly it might also pave the way for still further measures of 


arms control and permit some reduction of the burden and danger 
of modern armaments. 

Both of these developments, the Seaway -- a broadened deepen- 
ed road for peaceful commerce -- and the strengthening of our 
common defense of this continent, strikingly illustrate twothings. 

The first is that change is the law of life and of relations 
between nations. When two great peoples such as ours, energetic 
and optimistic, live side by side in all the diversity that freedom 
offers, change is rapid and brings in its wake progress problems, 
sometimes frictions. 

The second lesson that I see in these common achievements 
in diverse fields is that by mutual respect, understanding and 
with goodwill we can find acceptable solutions to any problems 
which exist or may arise between us. 

It is important to remember this. Such differences as are 
from time to time expressed never affect the similarity of purpose 
which binds our two countries together. 

Of course, each of us possesses a distinctive national 
character and history. You won your independence by evolution, 
the United States by revolution. 

Our forms of government -- though both cast in the democratic 
pattern -- are greatly different. Indeed, sometimes it appears 
that many of our misunderstandings spring from an imperfect 
knowledge on the part of both of us of the dissimilarities in our 
forms of government. 

And yet, despite these dissimilarities inform, our two govern- 
ments are developing, and are increasingly using effective ways 
to consult and act together. This wedo to meet the problems that 
confront us in our relations with each other, and in the relations 
of both with all other nations of the world. 


SHARED BELIEFS 


We share the basic belief that only under free institutions, 
with government the servant and not the master, can the individual 
secure his life, his liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. We are 
both determined to frame and follow policies which safeguard the 
lives and homes of our people, their peace of mind, their material 
well being and, above all things, their ideals, True to these ideals, 
both of our countries, for example, are determined that the great 
decisions of peace and war will remain always under civilian 
control. 

Moreover, we both recognize a design of aggressive Com- 
munist imperialism which threatensevery free nation. Both of us 
face a military threat and political attacks. Our system of free 
enterprise is challenged throughout the world by astate-directed, 
state-controlled economic system, 

Indeed, my friends, this could well be the area in which the 
competition will be most bitter and most decisive between the free 
world and Communist imperialism. We must never allow ourselves 
to become so preoccupied with any differences between our two 
nations that we lose sight of the transcendent importance of free 
world cooperation in the winning of the global struggle. 

Now acting in accordance with our common dedication, the 
two of us, with others, have drawn together in collective security 
arrangements. The most notable of these is the North Atlantic 
Treaty Organization in which both Canada and the United States 
are equal partners. We are both determined to maintain what 
Washington described as ‘‘a respectable military posture.’’ We 
are equally determined to maintain our institutions in good repair 
and to insure that our own economies function well. 

Thus we seek not only to meet th® expanding needs of our 
people but also to set an example of fre en accomplishments 
which will encourage and attract those less f nate, And, finally, 
we are agreed that we shall never cease striving for a just and 
lasting peace to be achieved by negotiation with those who challenge 
us. We overlook no opportunity to settle the issues which divide 
the world and under safeguarded conditions, to reduce the burden 
of armaments. 
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_ Presidential Report - 2 


Now against this background of similarityin basic factors and 
policy let me point to some of the matters which, it seems to me, 
are troublesome between us. Some examples among these 
are the surplus wheat disposal policies of the United States, 
the imbalance in our mutual trade, certain aspects of United 
States private investment in Canada, and Canadian fears of a 
trend in the United States away from forward-looking policies 
in the field of trade. 

I am sure you agree that we should talk frankly to each other. 
Frankness, in good spirit, is ameasureoffriendship. It should be 
the practice, I believe, on both sides soto speak, when either feels 
that important interests are adversely affected by actions con- 
templated or taken bythe other. Happily, these instances are rare. 
Now in mentioning today specific problems on which we do not 
fully see eye to eye, I am of course doing so as an American, 
expressing an American viewpoint. I can assure you that your 
Prime Minister, in discussing these problems with my associates 
and me, most loyally and eloquently, I might add, expresses the 
viewpoint of Canada, 

It is my conviction, which I believe he fully concurs in, that 
for all our present problems and all our future ones, we will find 
acceptable solutions, It will take understanding, common sense and 
a willingness to give and take on both our parts. These qualities 
we have always found in our dealings withCanada. I hope that you 
have not found them lacking in us. 

First then, in some detail I would like to comment briefly on 
our surplus wheat disposal policies. I think that no one can quarrel 
with our purpose though some of our methods may seem unorthodox 
by traditional methods. Simply stated, our wheat disposal program 
has three aspects. 

In times of local famine or disaster we give wheat away. We 
have also bartered it for strategic materials, Finally, we sell 
wheat for local currency to countries which cannot afford to 
purchase commercially. In these cases our policyis to lend back 
to the government in question most of the proceeds for local 
economic development. Our intent is not to damage normal 
commercial markets and in this I think we have been generally 
successful, 


BARTER ARRANGEMENTS 


I know that in the past there was criticism of certain aspects 
of these programs and particularly of our barter arrangements. 
I believe that the basis of these objections has been largely 
removed, Increasingly close consultation between officials of our 
two governments has ironed out many misunderstandings respect- 
ing our surplus disposals. Your government knows in detail what 
we plan. 

I assure you that it is our desire and intention to keep the 
doors of consultation always and fully open. There must never be 
a final word between friends. 

In several respects, despite inconvenience and even occasional 
damage in the past, Canada stands to benefit from our moving some 
surplus agricultural commodities into consumption overseas. 
First and most evident of all, many hungry people around the 
world have been fed food which they otherwise would not have had. 
Secondly, had these products remained in dead storage they would 
have had a depressing influence on the world market and on world 
prices, Finally, the funds which we have been enabled to make 
available for recipient countries should in the long run help to 
raise standards of living which, in turn, will create enlarged 
markets for all of us. 

I come next to the question of the imbalance of trade between 
our two countries, You buy more from the United States than you 
sell to us. This fact is of concern to many thoughtful Canadians, 
There are a few basic points which should be noted in this 
connection. 

First of all, the United States and Canada are not state 
traders, All the products of industry manufactured in the United 
States and sold to customers abroad are sold through the enter- 
prise of the private seller. These articles come to you here in 
Canada only’ because of the desire of the individual Canadian 
consumer to buy a particular piece of merchandise. The United 
States Government does not place goods in Canada as part of a 
state-directed program, 

This aspect of our trade with each other is the natural 
consequence of two private enterprise economies working side by 
side and trading with each other. 


Then, we should also remember that the free world represents 
a multilateral trading community. To try to balance our books 
once a month or once a year withevery nation with which we trade 
would stifle rather than expand trade, I assume that Canada is ag 
interested as we are in the expansion of world trade rather than in 
its artificial redirection. Both our peoples want to buy and sell in a 
climate of economic vigor and expansion. An imbalance in trade 
with one country, in such a climate, is usually balanced or largely 
offset by the state of the accounts with other trading nations, 

This is the case with Canadian trade. Your export deficit to 
the United States is offset by export surpluses to other countries 
and by the flow of investments to Canada, The promotion of 
healthy multilateral trade, as opposed to artificial bilateral balanc- 
ing, is an important objective of the International Monetary Fund 
and the General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade, to which both 
Canada and the United States belong. 

For the moment I want to address myself as well to the other 
side of the trade equation, namely your exports to the United 
States. Here you can rightly say that, through quotas and tariffs, 
our governmental policies can either expand or restrict your 
opportunities to sell to us. The same is, of course, true of 
actions taken by your government which can affect the volume of 
our exports to Canada, 

Neither of our countries is a ‘‘free trader’’ in the classical 
economic sense. Each ofus feels aresponsibility to provide some 
protection to particular sectors of our economies which may be in 
distress or are, for other reasons, deserving of governmental 
assistance. We have taken some actions of this sort. So has 
Canada, 

Oil imports into our country contribute a case in point. We 
believe that to insure adequate supplies of oil in an emergency, it 
is necessary that exploration to develop oil reserves be carried 
forward with vigor. 

A healthy domestic oil producing industry is vital to our 
national security and we recognize that our security and yours 
are inseparable, We have been keenly sensitive to that fact in 
considering the nature of the voluntary restrictions on oil imports 
that have been put into effect by oil companies in the United 
States, and have minimized their impact on your economy. 


U.S. TRADE POLICY 


Our restrictive action with respect to oil is not in any sense 
reflective of a change in the fundamental trade policy of the United 
States. Such actions must be viewed in perspective. 

For example, since the so-called ‘“‘escape clause’’ was in- 
corporated in our trade agreements legislation in 1951, there 
have corne from industry inthe United States a number of requests 
for the imposition of quotas for higher tariffs. In about a dozen 
cases Presidential approval for some relief has been granted, In 
only one of these cases was Canada directly affected as an 
exporter. We have always conscientiously sought to take account 
of your interests as well as our ownin seeking the best remedy to 
these intricate problems. I believe that astudy of the record will 
bear out the truth of this statement. 

Next, the flow of investment funds from the United States into 
Canada has led to expressions of concern on your part, These 
funds have been attracted to your country by the business oppor- 
tunities Canada has offered. Though they may raise questions in 
specific cases respecting control of an industry by American 
citizens, these industries are, of course, subject toCanadian law. 

Moreover, these investments have helped you to develop your 
resources and to expand your industrial plant at a far faster 
rate than could have been possible had you relied wholly on your 
own savings. They have thereby helped to provide employment, 
tax revenues and other direct benefits. 

These funds have also helped Canada to finance with ease its 
recent surplus of imports from the United States, a fact that is 
testified to by the premium of the Canadiandollar over the United 
States dollar. 

I am confident that if there are some defects in this invest- 
ment process, ways will be found to correct them. Because that 
is the interest of both our countries. 

One final word on the foreign trade policy of the United 
States. In 1934 the United States took an historic decision to 
embark on a positive pol.cy of fostering trade with the launching 
of the reciprocal trade agreements program, This policy we 
continue to support and to practice. 
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The Government of the United States, after a public searching 
of soul at times of renewal of the Trade Agreements Act, has 
consistently reaffirmed this policy. Have no fear that the United 
States will abandon a policy so well established, The problems I 
have been discussing concern our economic lives, Our points of 
economic contact are varied and numerous, as they of necessity 
must be under our chosen system of private enterprise. 

Our governments have a responsibility to help to compose 
difficulties, but we must not forget that thousands of individual 
citizens of Canada and the United States must themselves find 
in their diversified activities the answers to many of these 
problems. 

Finally, there is no cause to be surprised or disturbed to 
discover that occasionally differences arise between us. The 
distinguishing character of peoples of the free world lies in the 
fact that differences between them can develop, can be expressed 
and then amicably resolved. 

We in the United States have no more desire than you have to 
seek in our relations with other nations the silent, sullen unity 
that elsewhere has been purchased or imposed, The hallmark of 
freedom is the right to differ as well as the right to agree. 

I have spoken to you in the knowledge that through you I 
address a nation strong in the tradition of freedom and vigilant 
in its defense. You and we are alike convinced, by our history, 
by our religious faith and our common heritage of freedom, that 
economic well-being and political liberty both depend upon the 
efforts of individuals and on their willingness to accept the 
responsibilities of freedom. 

Today, I assure you once more of the pride and of the grati- 
fication that we of the United States feel in our long and friendly 
association with you, our sturdy northern neighbor. 

We stand together at a pivotal point in history. All that we 
Canadians and Americans, and those who went before us, have 
built, all that we believe in, is challenged as it has never been 
challenged before, The new horizons of competition range from 
the polar areas and extend to the infinity of outer space. 

It is for us, all of us, to bring to the challenge a response 
worthy of ourselves and of our two nations. 

As we do, we shall know the satisfaction of having built, 
in friendship, a safer and ampler home here on earth for this 
generation and those that shall come after us. 

I thank you very much for your kind attention. 


EISENHOWER - DIEFENBAKER STATEMENTS 


The following joint statement was approved July 9 by President Eisenhower and 
Canadian Prime Minister John Diefenbaker during their Ottawa talks: 


‘*The Canadian and U.S, governments have given consideration 
to situations where the export policies and the laws of the two 
countries may not beincomplete harmony. It has been agreed that 
in these cases there will be full consultation between the two gov- 
ernments with a view to finding, through appropriate procedures, 
satisfactory solutions to concrete problems as they arise.”’ 


Mr. Eisenh and Diefenbaker July 10 approved the following statement announc- 
ing the establishment of a joint defense committee: 





The Prime Minister and the President have taken note of the 
intimate cooperation which exists between their two governments 
in matters relating to continental defense, In furtherance of the 
policies of both governments that such matter shall be subject to 
civil decision and guidance, they have agree i -hat there will be 
established a cabinet committee to be known as the Canada-United 
States Committee on Joint Defense. 

This committee will consist from Canada of the Secretary of 
State for External Affairs, the Minister of Defense and the Minister 
of Finance; for the United States, the Secretary of State, Secretary 
of Defense, Secretary of the Treasury. 

Other ministers may participate on an ad hoc basis as re- 
quested by the committee. 

The committee will consult on matters bearing upon the 
common defense of the North American Continent which lies 
within the North Atlantic Treaty Organization area, 

It will, in a supervisory capacity, supplement but not supplant 
existing joint boards and committees. The committee will meet 
alternately in Washington and Ottawa, The chairmanof each meet- 
ing will be the Secretary of State of the country in whose capital 
it is meeting. 
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SOVIET TRADE 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's July 14 letter to Soviet Premier 
Nikita Khrushchev in reply to Khrushchev’s June 2 letter urging an increose in U.S.-Soviet 
trade: 


Dear Mr, Chairman: 


I have read with interest your letter of June 2, 1958, proposing 
a considerable increase in U.S,-Soviet trade, As I made clear at 
the Geneva Conference of Heads of Government in 1955 and more 
recently in my letter of January 12, 1958, to Premier Bulganin, 
the United States favors the expansion of peaceful trade with the 
Soviet Union. Expanded trade between our countries could, under 
certain conditions, be of mutual benefit and serve to improve our 
relations in general. This would especially be true if it were 
accompanied by broad contacts between our peoples and a fuller 
exchange of information and ideas aimed at promoting mutual 
understanding as a basis for lasting peace. 

Americans believe that the economic welfare of each contrib- 
utes to the economic welfare of all, Therefore they cannot but 
welcome the emphasis you place in your letter on striving to 
expand the supply of consumers goods and housing available to 
the Soviet people. Our people have done a great deal in recent 
years to promote higher standards of living through expanded 
trade with many countries. They would like to trade with the 
Soviet Union as well, for the same purpose, 

As you know, United States export and import trade is carried 
on by individual firms and not under governmental auspices, There 
is no need, therefore, to formalize relations between United States 
firms and Soviet trade organizations. Soviet trade organizations 
are free right now, without any need for special action by the 
United States Government, to develop a larger volume of trade 
with firms in this country. They may not be taking advantage of 
all available possibilities. In recent years, United States firms 
have bought far more from Soviet trade organizations than the 
latter have purchased from the United States. Furthermore, many 
of the more important Soviet trade items mentionedin your letter 
are accorded duty-free entry into the United States, Thus, the 
situation favors the expansion of Soviet purchases inthis country. 
While the extension of long-term credits for Soviet purchases in 
the United States would raise complex legal and political questions, 
the normal commercial credit terms presently available to Soviet 
trade organizations permit the further expansion of trade between 
our two countries. 

I am asking the Department of State to examine the specific 
proposals contained in your letter and to communicate further 
with your government. 


Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D,. EISENHOWER 


ARGENTINE RELATIONS 


Following is the text of Mr. Eisenhower's July 1 letter to President Arturo Frondizi 
of Argentina in reply to Dr. Frondizi’s June 4 letter urging increased cooperation between 
his country and the U.S.: 


July 1, 1958 
Dear Mr. President: 


I was glad to receive from Ambassador Barros Hurtado your 
letter of June fourth, which I have read with great interest. I was 
particularly gratified, Mr. President, to note the firm desire and 
determination of your government to cooperate in furthering the 
development of our mutual relations, I assure you that my Govern- 
ment reciprocates this desire and determination in every way. 

Your Excellency’s reference to economic problems is per- 
tinent indeed, and I readily recognize and share the deep and 
common concern which arises from economic maladjustments and 
difficulties. The necessity for each nation in this hemisphere to 
realize more rapid economic growth goes without saying. The 
desirability of joint consultation and discussions on economic 
factors and problems which are of mutual concern and impact is 
equally clear. 
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I believe that in the present world situation it is more essential 
than ever for us to reaffirm the Pan-American tradition of coop- 
eration and consultation, In the months to come there will be, I 
am sure, ample opportunities for an exchange of views among all 
the American Republics to this end, I am therefore highly grati- 
fied to receive Your Excellency’s valued support for the concept 
of joint discussions. I assure you that my Government will always 
stand ready to discuss with the other American republics any 
problems of mutual concern whether in the economic or other 
fields, 

With the sincere hope for an increasingly warm and fruitful 
relationship between our two peoples and governments, I extend 
to you, Mr. President, the assurances of my highest con- 
sideration and my personal best wishes for your health and 
well-being. 


Sincerely, 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


ANTARCTIC AGENCY 


Following is the text of a July 2 letter from Mr. Eisenhower to Sen. Alexander 
Wiley (R Wis.) in reply to Wiley’s June 17 letter urging creation of a Government agency 
to administer Antarctic policy: 


Dear Senator Wiley: 


Your recent letter, with its encouraging observations regard- 
ing our recent treaty proposals on Antarctica, is appreciated. If 
the interested nations can reach agreement along the line ci our 
proposals, there should result both important direct advantages in 
terms of our immediate national interests as well as benefits 
derivable from peaceful cooperation in the Antarctic. 

Your letter raises two principal questions. First, as to 
whether the policies, programs and activities of the United States 
with respect to Antarctica have been, and are being, adequately 
coordinated. Second, as to the need for a separate office within 
the Government responsible for the conduct of our affairs with 
respect to Antarctica, 

As to the first question, the Operations Coordinating Board at 
my direction undertook, beginning in July 1954, the coordination of 
United States actions and programs in Antarctica pursuant to 
policies approved by me as President. Since that time, the 
Operations Coordinating Board, and its working group on Antarc- 
tica has been continuously concerned with our Antarctic activities. 
All departments and agencies having an interest in Antarctica 
have been represented at the meetings of the Board and of the 
working group whenever matters concerning Antarctica were 
involved, Because of your deep interest in Antarctica, I have 
asked a member of my staff to preparethe attached memorandum 
covering this OCB coordination. 

It is, of course, essential that all United States activities and 
interests with respect to Antarctica be fully coordinated. But this 
principle does not require or imply that some new, independent 
agency should be established for this purpose. In fact, the 
integrated review of this question by the Bureau of the Budget in 
connection with legislation proposing such an agency demonstrated 
that such a course would be undesirable. Some of the reasons 
supporting this conclusion are stated in aletter from the Director 
of the Budget to Senator Hill, excerpts from which are included in 
the attached memorandum. 

Until we are more certain of the results of the forthcoming 
international conference on our Antarctica proposals, it appears 
premature to decide as to the most appropriate form of supervi- 
sion over Antarctic affairs in the Executive Branch, Further- 
more, whatever form may be finally determined, so many 
agencies of our Government will have a continuing interest in 
Antarctica that our activities and programs with respect to that 
area will continue to require coordination, as theydo now, through 
a representative high-level mechanism like the Operations 
Coordinating Board. 


Sincerely yours, 


DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER 
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FEDERAL EMPLOYEES’ PAY 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's July 15 message to Congress pro- 
posing creation of a 15-member commission to study Federal employ 
systems: 


TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 





P ion 


The compensation of its employees by the Federal Government 
is of major concern to the taxpayers of the United States, the 
Government itself and, of course, its employees. A salary 
system should be compatible with sound business practice, 
justifiable in cost, and should insure equitable pay relationships 
among all employees, There is increasing evidence that the pay 
policy of the Federal Government falls short of these criteria, 
During recent years it has become more and more difficult for 
the Federal Government to recruit and retain competent em- 
ployees because its salary scales often have not remained com- 
petitive with those of non-Federal employment. The recent 
debates in the Congress on the postal and classified pay bills 
have emphasized the problems inherent ina system which depends 
exclusively on the legislative process for the periodic adjustment 
of salary schedules. A number of Members of the Congress have 
expressed a desire for a better way of adjusting the pay of 
Government employees. It has been more than 30 years since a 
comprehensive review has been made of the manner in which the 
Federal Government compensates its employees. During this 
period the size of the Government and the complexity of its 
activities have increased enormously. As new activities have 
been added, new pay systems have been created. 

It is estimated that there are now at least 77 different pay 
plans in the Executive Branch. Nearly amillion employees under 
the Classification Act and another one-half million under the 
Postal Service have their ‘pay fixed and adjusted by statute. 
Another large group, the 770,000 blue collar employees, have 
their wages adjusted from time to time by the heads of employing 
agencies in accordance with prevailing rates. Pay rates under 
some of the remaining plans are set by statute and others are 
fixed by agency heads. Moreover, when an agency head fixes such 
rates he operates under statutory restrictions which vary from 
one system to another. It has beenfound that there are more than 
300 different statutes bearing on the pay of Federal employees, 

Over the past 10 years adjustments in the salaries of most 
white collar workers have been made on the average of once every 
two and one-half years. Blue collar workers, on the other hand, 
have averaged one adjustment annually. The total percentage of 
increase thus realized by blue collar workers is considerably 
in excess of that realized by white collar workers whose pay is 
fixed by statute. As aresult, supervisors in some establishments, 
because their pay is fixed by statute, are receiving less money than 
their blue collar subordinates. This is but one example of the 
many inconsistencies among the many systems. The inadequacy 
of Federal pay rates, at least for certain levels and kinds of 
work, has led the Government to improvise with special pay 
provisions for certain groups such as Public Law 313 rates for 
scientists and technical personnel and Section 803 of the Classi- 
fication Act which authorizes higher rates for hard-to-recruit 
categories. The effects of such patch work should be investigated. 
Particularly should it be ascertained what such patch work does to 
the basic principle of equal pay for equal work. 

The fact of the matter is, the Federal Government has no 
comprehensive, uniform pay policy. Some systems base salary 
rates on the degrees of difficulty and responsibility of the job, but 
recognize no difference between individuals with minimum quali- 
fications and those of above average ability. Others, such as the 
Foreign Service and Veterans’ Administration Medical and 
Surgical Service set salaries on the basis of the personal quali- 
fications of the individual. For those positions where salary is 
established by statute there are no clear-cut criteria for deter- 
mining when pay adjustments are necessary or the amount of 
adjustment to be made, The periods betweeen pay adjustments vary 
from annually for employees whose wages are fixed by wage boards 
to an average of every 20 years for Members of Congress, Federal 
judges, and members of the President’s Cabinet. The rigidity in 
the pay of topGovernment officials has had the effect of depressing 
the salaries of career employees in the upper grades and has 
resulted in a gradual but progressive distortion of what were 
originally sound salary structures. 





In summary, periodic revisions of the Classification Act 
salary schedule, the granting of numerous exemptions, and the 
development of new categories of employees have ail resulted in 
a variety of pay systems, a lack of sound relationships among the 
salaries of various groups, and a failure to provide equitable 
treatment for all Federal employees, The piecemeal approach to 
this problem has put an excessive demand onthe time of the Con- 
gress and has subjected it to a variety of pressures. The lack of 
coordination among the various pay systems has resulted in 
inequities and has adversely affected the Government’s ability to 
recruit and retain all of the qualified people needed to conduct the 
Nation’s business in an efficient and satisfactory manner, In recent 
years a number of groups have studied the pay problems of 
various segments of the Government, These groups include the 
Commission on Judicial and Congressional Salaries, the Defense 
Advisory Committee on Professional and Technical Compensation 
(Cordiner Committee), and the Committee on Scientists and 
Engineers. The most recent study was made by the interdepart- 
mental Committee on Civilian Compensation and Pay Systems 
within the Executive Branch, Copies of this last report will be 
made available to the Congress shortly. The reports of these 
studies have each made some sound recommendations for correct- 
ing certain of the deficiencies of the Federal pay systems -- but 
few have been adopted. None dealt with the compensation policy 
of the Federal Government as a whole, What is needed is a 
comprehensive, all-inclusive study of the pay systems of all three 
branches so that the interrelationships of the various systems 'can 
be explored and recommendations made to achieve a high degree 
of coordination among them, I amconvinced that the formulation of 
a sound, comprehensive Federal compensation policy can be 
accomplished only through joint legislative-executive action based 
upon an over-all study of this kind. 

Therefore, I propose: 


I, That there be established a Joint Commission on the 
Civilian Employee Compensation Policy of the Federal Govern- 
ment, the Commission to be composed of 15 members: 

One, the Chairman, to be appointed by the President, 

Three, members of the Executive Branch, to be appointed 
by the President, 

Four, Members of the Senate, to be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, 

Four, Members of the House of Representatives, to be 
appointed by the Speaker of the House, and 

Three, representing the public, to be appointed by the 
President. 

Il, That appropriations be made sufficient to enable the 
Commission to employ an executive director and necessary staff 
and to engage the services of experts from outside the Federal 
Government, The Commission should be authorized to draw upon 
the facilities and personnel of any of the agencies of the Govern- 
ment. 

III, That the Commission be directed to study all compensa- 
tion systems in all three branches of the Federal Government and 
determine upon a compensation policy which will provide equitable 
treatment for all, and which will contribute to the Government’s 
ability to recruit and retain an adequate work force of qualified 
individuals, 

A, In discharging this duty: 

1. The Commission should, in addition to considering past 
studies, conduct any other studies necessary to provide 
itself with relevant and current information regarding 
salary structures within the Federal Government. 

The Commission, because the military pay system is 
newly and entirely revised, should consider it only to the 
extent of its relationship to other compensation systems. 

. The Commission should recognize that the ForeignService 

pay system is unique and is designed to fulfill a need not 
elsewhere encountered in the Government and that there- 
fore it must remain a separate system. 
B. The Commission should make recommendations, among other 
things, as to: 

1. The criteria to be followed in creating a sound basic com- 
pensation structure, including the criteria for determining 
the proper number of grade levels, within grade salary 
ranges and between grade differentials. 

2. The criteria to be followed in determining the actual salaries 
to be paid under the basic compensation structure, 
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3. The methods to be employed in making subsequent salary 
adjustments without impairing the basic compensation 
structure, 

4, The criteria to be followed in determining whether, in a 
particular case, a special pay system is needed. 

5. The criteria to be followed in establishing sound relation- 
ships between career employees pay systems, between the 
compensation of career employees and that of elected and 
appointed officials, and between salaries paid in all three 
branches of the Government; also, the methods to be em- 
ployed to insure the maintenance of these sound relation- 
ships when salary adjustments subsequently are made, 

6. The feasibility and advisability of increased administrative 
authority to fix and adjust salaries, and the means of 
exercising such authority. 

IV. That the Commission be directed to complete its work 
and submit a report to the President and the Congress on or 
before January 1, 1960. 

I urge the enactment of legislation during the current session 
of the Congress to carry out these proposals. 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


SENDING MARINES TO LEBANON 


Following is the text of President Eisenhower's July 15 statement announcing that 
United States Marines had been sent into Lebanon at the request of the Lebanese gov- 
ernment (See p. 930): 


Yesterday morning, I received from President Chamoun of 
Lebanon an urgent plea that some United States forces be stationed 
in Lebanon to help maintain security and to evidence the concern 
of the United States for the integrity and independence of Lebanon, 
President Chamoun’s appeal was made with the concurrence of all of 
the members of the Lebanese cabinet. 

President Chamoun made clear that he considered an imme- 
diate United States response imperative if Lebanon’s independence, 
already menaced from without, were to be preserved in the face of 
the grave developments which occurred yesterday in Baghdad 
whereby the lawful government was violently overthrown and many 
of its members martyred. 

In response to this appeal from the government of Lebanon, 
the United States has dispatched a contingent of United States 
forces to Lebanon to protect American lives and by their presence 
there to encourage the Lebanese government indefense of Lebanese 
sovereignty and integrity. These forces have not been sent as 
any act of war. They will demonstrate the concern of the United 
States for the independence and integrity of Lebanon, which we 
deem vital to the national interest and world peace, Our concern 
will also be shown by economic assistance, We shall act in 
accordance with these legitimate concerns, 

The United States, this morning, will report its action to an 
emergency meeting of the United Nations SecurityCouncil, As the 
United Nations Charter recognizes, there is an inherent right of 
collective self-defense. In conformity with the spirit of the 
charter, the United States is reporting the measures taken by it 
to the Security Council of the United Nations, making clear that 
these measures will be terminated as soon as the Security Council 
has itself taken the measures necessary to maintain international 
peace and security. 

The United States believes that the United Nations can and 
should take measures which are adequate to preserve the indepen- 
dence and integrity of Lebanon. It is apparent, however, that in 
the face of the tragic and shocking events that are occurring 
nearby, more will be required than the team of United Nations 
observers now in Lebanon. Therefore, the United States will 
support in the United Nations measures which seemto be adequate 
to meet the new situation and which will enable the United States 
forces promptly to be withdrawn, 

Lebanon is a small peace-loving state with which the United 
States has traditionally had the most friendly relations, There are 
in Lebanon about 2500 Americans and we cannot, consistently with 
our historic relations and with the principles of the United Nations, 
stand idly by when Lebanon appeals itself for evidence of our 
concern and when Lebanon may not be able to preserve internal 
order and to defend itself against indirect aggression. 
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MESSAGE TO CONGRESS 


Following is the text of the President's July 15 message to Congress on the Middle 
Eastern situation: 


TO THE CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES: 


On July 14, 1958, I received an urgent request from the 
President of the Republic of Lebanon that some United States 
forces be stationed in Lebanon, President Chamoun stated that, 
without an immediate showing of United States support the govern- 
ment of Lebanon would be unable to survive. This request by 
President Chamoun was made with the concurrence of all the 
members of the Lebanese cabinet. I have replied that we would 
do this and a contingent of United States Marines has now arrived 
in Lebanon, This initial dispatch of troops will be augmented as 
required. United States forces will be withdrawn as rapidly as 
circumstances permit. 

Simultaneously, I requested that an urgent meeting of the 
United Nations Security Council be held on July 15, 1958. At that 
meeting, the permanent representative of the United States re- 
ported to the Council the action which this Government has taken, 
He also expressed the hope that the United Nations could soon take 
further effective measures to meet more fully the situation in 
Lebanon, We will continue to support the United Nations to this end. 

United States forces are being sent to Lebanon to protect 
American lives and by their presence to assist the government of 
Lebanon in the preservation of Lebanon’s territorial integrity and 
independence, which have been deemed vital to United States 
national interests and world peace. 

About two months ago a violent insurrection broke out in 
Lebanon, particularly along the border with Syria, which with 
Egypt forms the United ArabRepublic, This revolt was encouraged 
and strongly backed by the official Cairo, Damascus and Soviet 
radios, which broadcast to Lebanon in the Arabic language. The 
insurrection was further supported by sizable amounts of arms, 
ammunition and money and by personnel infiltrated from Syria to 
fight against the lawful authorities. The avowed purpose of these 
activities was to overthrow the legally constituted government of 
Lebanon and to install by violence a government which would 


subordinate the independence of Lebanon to the policies of the 
United Arab Republic. 
Lebanon referred this situation to the United Nations Security 


Council. In view of the international implications of what was 
occurring in Lebanon, the Security Council on June 11, 1958, 
decided to send observers into Lebanon for the purpose of insuring 
that further outside assistance to the insurrection would cease. 
The Secretary General of the United Nations subsequently under- 
took a mission to the area to reinforce the work of the observers. 
It was our belief that the efforts of the Secretary General and of 
the United Nations observers were helpful in reducing further aid 
in terms of personal and military equipment from across the 
frontiers of Lebanon, There was a basis for hope that the situation 
might be moving toward a peaceful solution, consonant with the 
continuing integrity of Lebanon, and that the aspect of indirect 
aggression from without was being brought under control. 

The situation was radically changed, however, on July 14 when 
there was a violent outbreak in Baghdad, innearby Iraq. Elements 
in Iraq strongly sympathetic to the United Arab Republic seem to 
have murdered or driven from office individuals comprising the 
lawful government of that country. Wedonot yet know in detail to 
what extent they have succeeded. Wedohave reliable information 
that important Iraqi leadershave been murdered. We share with 
the government of Lebanon the view that these events in Iraq 
demonstrate a ruthlessness of aggressive purpose which tiny 
Lebanon can not combat without further evidence of support from 
other friendly nations. 

After the most detailed consideration, I have concluded that, 
given the developments in Iraq, the measures thus far taken by 
the United Nations Security Council are not sufficient to preserve 
the independence and integrity of Lebanon. I have considered, 
furthermore, the question of our responsibility to protect and 
safeguard American citizens in Lebanon, of whom there are about 
2,500. Pending the taking of adequate measures by the United 
Nations, the United States will be acting pursuant to what the 
United Nations Charter recognizes is an inherent right -- the 
right of all nations to work together and to seek help when neces- 
sary to preserve their independence. I repeat that we wish to 
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withdraw our forces as soon as the United Nations has taken further 
effective steps designed to safeguard Lebanese independence, 

It is clear that the events which have been occurring in 
Lebanon represent indirect aggression from without, and that such 
aggression endangers the independence and integrity of Lebanon, 
It is recognized that the step now being taken may have serious 
consequences. I have, however, come tothe considered and sober 
conclusion that despite the risks involved this actionis required to 
support the principles of justice and international law upon which 
peace and a stable international order depend. 

Our Government has acted in response to an appeal for help 
from a small and peaceful nation which has long had ties of closest 
friendship with the United States. Readiness to help a friend in 
need is an admirable characteristic of the American people, and I 
am, in this message, informing the Congress of the reasons why 
I believe that the United States could not in honor stand idly by 
in this hour of Lebanon’s grave peril. As we act at the request of 
a friendly government to help it to preserve its independence and 
to preserve law and order which will protect American lives, we 
are acting to reaffirm and strengthen principles upon which the 
safety and security of the United States depend. 


DWIGHT D, EISENHOWER 


RADIO-TELEVISION STATEMENT 


Following is the text of Mr. Eisenhower's July 15 statement, prepared for news, 
radio and television use, on sending Marines into Lebanon: 


Yesterday was a day of grave developments in the Middle 
East. In {iraq a highly organized military blow struck down the 
duly constituted government and attempted to put in its place a 
committee of army officers. The attack was conducted with great 
brutality. Many of the leading personalities were beaten to death 
or hanged and their bodies dragged through the streets. At about 
the same time there was discovered a highly organized plot to 
overthrow the lawful government of Jordan. 

Warned and alarmed by these developments, President 
Chamoun of Lebanon sent me an uigent plea that the United 
States station some military units in Lebanon to evidence our 
concern for the independence of Lebanon, that little country, 
which itself has for about two months been subjected to civil 
strife. This has been actively fomented by Soviet and Cairo 
broadcasts and abetted and aided by substantial amounts of arms, 
money and personnel infiltrated into Lebanon across the Syrian 
border. President Chamoun stated that without an immediate 
show of United States support, the government of Lebanon would be 
unable to survive against the forces which had been set loose in 
the area, The plea of President Chamoun was supported by the 
unanimous action of the Lebanese cabinet. 

After giving this plea earnest thought and after taking advice 
from leaders of both the Executive and Congressional Branches of 
the Government, I decided to comply with the plea of the govern- 
ment of Lebanon. A few hours ago a battalion of United States 
Marines landed and took up stations in and about the city of Beirut. 
The mission of these forces is to protect American lives -- there 
are about 2500 Americans in Lebanon -- and by their presence 
to assist the government of Lebanon to preserve its territorial 
integrity and political independence. 

The United States does not, of course, intend to replace the 
United Nations which has a primary responsibility to maintain 
international peace and security. We reacted as we did within a 
matter of hours because the situation was such that only prompt 
action would suffice. We have, however, with equal promptness 
moved in the United Nations. This morning there was held at our 
request an emergency meeting of the United Nations Security 
Council, At this meeting we reported the action which we had 
taken. We stated the reasons therefore. We expressed the hope 
that the United Nations would itself take measures which would be 
adequate to preserve the independence of Lebanon and permit of 
the early withdrawal of the United States forces. 

I should like now to take afew minutes to explain the situation 
in Lebanon, Lebanon is asmall country, a little less than the size 
of Connecticut, with a population of about one and one half million. 
It has always had close and friendly relations with the United 
States. Many of you no doubt have heard of the American Uni- 
versity at Beirut which has a distinguished record, Lebanon has 
been a prosperous, peaceful country, thriving on trade largely 





with the West. A little over a year ago there were general elec- 
tions, held in an atmosphere of total calm, which resulted in the 
establishment, by an overwhelming popular vote, of the present 
Parliament for a period of four years, The term of the President, 
however, is of a different duration and would normally expire 
next September. The President, Mr. Chamoun, has made clear 
that he does not seek reelection. 

When the attacks on the government of Lebanon began to 
occur, it took the matter to the United Nations Security Council, 
pointing out that Lebanon was the victim of indirect aggression 
from without, As a result, the Security Council sent observers 
to Lebanon in the hope of thereby insuring that hostile intervention 
would cease. Secretary General Hammarskjold undertook a 
mission to the area to reinforce the work of the observers. We 
believe that his efforts and those of the United Nations observers 
were helpful. They could not eliminate arms or ammunition or 
remove persons already sent into Lebanon, But we believe they 
did reduce such aid fromacross the border. It seemed, last week, 
that the situation was moving toward a peaceful solution which 
would preserve the integrity of Lebanon, and end indirect aggres- 
sion from without. 

Those hopes were, however, dashed by the events of yesterday 
in Iraq and Jordan, These events demonstrate a scope of aggres- 
sive purpose which tiny Lebanon could not combat without further 
evidence of support. That is why Lebanon’s request for troops 
from the United States was made. Thatis why we have responded 
to that request. Some will ask, does the stationing of some United 
States troops in Lebanon involve any interference in the internal 
affairs of Lcbanon? The clear answer is ‘‘no.’’ First of all we 
have acted at the urgent plea of the government of Lebanon, a 
government which has been freely elected by the people only a 
litgle over ayear ago, Itis entitled, as are we, to join in measures 
of collective security for self-defense. Such action, the United 
Nations Charter recognizes, is an ‘‘inherent right.’’ 

In the second place what we now seein the Middle East is the 
same pattern of conquest with which we became familiar during 
the period of 1945 to 1950. This involves taking over a nation 
by means of indirect aggression; that is, under the cover of a 
fomented civil strife the purpose is to put into domestic control 
those whose real loyalty is to the aggressor. It was by such 
means that the Communists attempted to take over Greece in 
1947, That effort was thwarted by the Truman Doctrine. It was 
by such means that the Communists took over Czechoslovkia in 
1948. It was by such means that the Communists took over the 
mainland of China in 1949, It was by such means that the Com- 
munists attempted to take over Korea and Indo-China, beginning in 
1950. 

You will remember at the time of the Korean war that the 
Soviet government claimed that this was merely a civil war, 
because the only attack was by North Koreans upon South Koreans. 
But all the world knew that the North Koreans were armed, 
equipped and directed from without for the purpose of aggression. 
This means of conquest was denounced by the United Nations 
Genera. Assembly when it adopted in November, 1950, its resolu- 
tion entitled, ‘‘Peace Through Deeds.’’ It thereby called upon 
every nation to refrain from ‘‘fomenting civil strife in the interest 
of a foreign power’’ and denounced such action as ‘‘the gravest 
of all crimes against peace and security throughout the world.’’ 
We had hoped that these threats to the peace and to the indepen- 
dence and integrity of small nations had come to an end. Unhappily, 
now they reappear. Lebanon was selected to become a victim. 

Last year, the Congress of the United States joined with the 
President to declare that ‘‘the United States regards as vital to 
the national interest and world peace the preservation of the 
independence and integrity of the nations of the Middle East.”’ I 
believe that the presence of the United States forces now being 
sent to Lebanon will have a stabilizing effect which will preserve 
the independence and integrity of Lebanon. It will also afford an 
increased measure of security to the thousands of Americans who 
reside in Lebanon, We know that stability and well-being cannot 
be achieved purely by military measures, The economy of Lebanon 
has been gravely strained by civil strife. Foreign trade and 
tourist traffic have almost come toastandstill. The United States 
stands ready, under its Mutual Security Program, to cooperate 
with the government of Lebanon to find ways to restore its 
shattered economy. Thus we shall help to bring back to Lebanon 
a peace which is not merely the absence of fighting but the well- 
being of the people. 


Presidential Report - 7 


I am well aware of the fact that landing of United States 
troops in Lebanon could have some serious consequences. That 
is why this step was taken only after the most serious consideration 
and broad consultation. I have, however, come to the sober and 
clear conclusion that the action taken was essential to the welfare 
of the United States. It was required to support the principles of 
justice and international law upon which peace and a stable inter- 
national order depend, That, and that alone, is the purpose of 
the United States. We are not actuated by any hope of material 
gain or by any emotional hostility against any person or any 
government. Our dedication is to the principles of the United 
Nations Charter and to the preservation of the independence of 
every state. That is the basic pledge of the United Nations 
Charter. 

Yet indirect aggression and violence are being promoted in 
the Near East in clear violation of the provisions of the United 
Nations Charter. There can be nopeacein the world unless there 
is fuller dedication to the basic principles of the United Nations 
Charter. If ever the United States fails to support these principles 
the result would be to open the flood gates to direct and indirect 
aggression throughout the world. 

In the 1930s the members of the League of Nations became 
indifferent to direct and indirect aggression in Europe, Asia and 
Africa. The result was to strengthen and stimulate aggressive 
forces that made World War II inevitable. The United States is 
determined that that history shall not now be repeated. We are 
hopeful that the action which we are taking will both preserve the 
independence of Lebanon and check international violations which, 
if they succeeded, would endanger world peace. We hope that this 
result will quickly be attained and that our forces can be promptly 
withdrawn. We must, however, be prepared to meet the situation, 
whatever be the consequences, We can do so, confident that we 
strive for a world in which nations, be they great or be they small, 
can. preserve their independence. We are striving for an ideal 
which is close to the heart of every American and for which in the 
past many Americans have laid down their lives. To serve these 
ideals is also to serve the cause of peace, security and well-being, 
not only for us, but for all men everywhere, 


ATOMIC CONSTRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 


Following is the text of a July 10 letter from President Eisenhower to Rep. Ben 
Jensen (R lowa) concerning fiscal 1959 atomic construction legislation (For Senate and 
House action see Weekly Report p. 923): 


Dear Mr. Jensen: 


Thank you for your and your colleagues’ letter of June 30 
commenting on construction authorizing bills for the Atomic 
Energy Commission for 1959. 

The new construction program of $193.4 million was approved 
after careful examination of our priority atomic energy needs, 
many other urgent civilian and military requirements, and the 
present fiscal situation. The results of that analysis find expres- 
sion in HR 12459 and $3788, It appears, however, that the Atomic 
Energy Committee is sponsoring bills (HR 13121 andS 4051) which 
would almost double the new program. Generally I must oppose 
the new items added by the Committee. 

These new items fall into three major groupings. First is 
the plutonium production reactor, convertible to power production. 
This reactor would be built at Hanford at an initial cost of $145 
million, I realize that each of the military services has given its 
separate assessment of plutonium requirements for weapons, but 
these separate views are subject to review by the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff, the Secretary of Defense and the President. The most recent 
communication the Atomic Energy Commission received on this 
subject from the Secretary of Defense stated that military needs 
do not require additional production reactor facilities. | emphasize 


-that changes in present requirements would have major military 


program implications in 1960 and later years, and these require- 
ments are now being reviewed by the Defense Department. Should 
I find upon review of further conclusions by the Secretary of 
Defense that a pressing military need for additional plutonium 
capacity has developed, I shall urge the Congress to provide that 
capacity. Pending such a finding, however, there can be no justi- 
fiable basis to proceed. Replacement of existing Hanford facilities 
on economic grounds and the proposed power conversion features 
of the project seem to me to be clearly unwarranted at this time. 

(Continued on p. 941) 
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PUBLIC LAWS © 


Public Law 506 

S 3500 -- Require full and fair disclosure of certain information re distribution of new 
automobiles in commerce. MONRONEY (D Okla.) and Thurmond (D S.C.) == 
3/17/58 -- Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce reported May 13, 1958. 
Senate passed May 14, 1958. House Interstate and Foreign Commerce reported 
June 24, 1958. House passed June 26, 1958. President signed July 7, 1958. 

Public Law 507 

S 385 -- Authorize the training of Federal employees at public or private facilities. 
JOHNSTON (D S.C.) and Neuberger (D Ore.) -- 1/9/57 -- Senate Post 
Office and Civil Service reported April 8, 1957. Senate passed April 12, 1957. 
House Post Office and Civil Service reported June 24, 1958. House passed, 
amended, June 26, 1958. Senate agreed to House amendments June 27, 1958. 
President signed July 7, 1958. 

Public Law 508 

HR 7999 -= Provide for admission of the State of Alaska into the Union. O'BRIEN 
(D N.Y.) -- 6/7/57 -= House Interior and Insular Affairs reported June 25, 
1957. House passed May 28, 1958. Senate passed June 30, 1958. President 
signed July 7, 1958. 

Public Law 509 

$ 2007 -- Amend U.S. Grain Standards Act, 1916, as amended, to permit Secretary 
of Agriculture to charge and collect for certain services performed and to de- 
posit such collections to credit of appropriation available for administration of 
the Act. ELLENDER (D La.) -- 5/8/57 -- Senate Agriculture and Forestry re- 
ported Aug. 1, 1957. Senate passed Aug. 5, 1957. House Agriculture reported 
June 9, 1958. House passed, amended, June 16, 1958. Senate agreed to 
House amendments July 1, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 510 

S 86 -- Provide for experimental research program in cloud modification. CASE (R 
$.D.) and other Senators -- 1/7/57 -= Senate Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
reported July 11, 1957. Senate passed Aug. 5, 1957. House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce reported May 7, 1958. House passed, amended, June 19, 
1958.- Senate agreed to House amendments July 1, 1958. President signed July 
11, 1958. 

Public Law 511 

HR 12311 -- Amend Act of Sept. 7, 1950 (re construction of public airport in or near 
District of Columbia), to remove limitation on amount authorized to be appropri- 
ated for construction. HARRIS (D Ark.) -- 5/1/58 -- House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce reported June 16, 1958. House passed June 19, 1958. Senate 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce reported June 26, 1958. Senate passed July 1, 
1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 


Public Law 512 

HR 11861 -= Authorize the city of Chester, Ill. to construct new approaches to and 
to reconstruct, repair, or improve the existing approaches to toll bridge across 
the Mississippi River at or near Chester, Ill. GRAY (D III.) -- 4/3/58 -= House 
Public Works reported May 28, 1958. House passed June 16, 1958. Senate 
Public Works reported June 25, 1958. Senate passed July 1, 1958. President 
signed July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 513 

HR 10154 -- Empower the Judicial Conference to study and recommend changes in 
and additions to rules of practice and procedure in the Federal courts. CELLER 
(D N.Y.) -- 1/21/58 -- House Judiciary reported April 29, 1958. House 
passed May 5, 1958. Senate Judiciary reported June 23, 1958. Senate passed 
July 1, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 514 

HR 12827 -- (S 4062) -- Amend provisions of title Ill of Federal Civil Defense Act of 
1950, as amended, re extend Act. VINSON (D Ga.) -= 6/5/58 -- House 
Armed Services reported June 24, 1958. House passed June 26, 1958. Senate 
passed July 1, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. ‘ 

Public Law 515 

HR 982 -- Amend Bankruptcy Act re carrier revenues. WALTER (D Pa.) == 1/3/57 -- 
House Judiciary reported Aug. 19, 1957. House passed Feb. 17, 1958. Senate 
Judiciary reported June 23, 1958. Senate passed July 1, 1958. President signed 
July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 516 

HR 11424 == Extend authority of Secretary of Agriculture to extend special livestock 
loans. FISHER (D Texas) -- 3/13/58 -- House Agriculture reported April 16, 
1958. House passed May 5, 1958. Senate Agriculture and Forestry reported « 
June 18, 1958. Senate passed, amended, June 23, 1958. House agreed to 
Senate amendments June 30, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 517 

HR 13130 -- Extend for two years existing authority of Secretary of Treasury re trans- 
fers of distilled spirits for purposes deemed necessary to meet requirements of 
national defense. MILLS (D Ark.) -- 6/25/58 -- House Ways and Means reported 
July 1, 1958. House passed July 2, 1958. Senate Finance reported July 8, 1958. 
Senate passed July 9, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 

Public Law 518 

HR 11936 == Extend time for collection of tolls to amortize the cost, including reason- 
able interest and financing cost, of construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at Brownville, Neb. HULL (D Mo.) -- 4/16/58 -- House Public Works re- 
ported May 28, 1958. House passed June 16, 1958. Senate Public Works report- 
ed June 25, 1958. Senate passed July 1, 1958. President signed July 11, 1958. 


BILLS INTRODUCED 


CQ's eight subject categories and their subdivisions: 


AGRICULTURE  - 
. APPROPRIATIONS 
. EDUCATION & WELFARE 
Education & Housing 
Health & Welfare 
FOREIGN POLICY 
Immigration 
International Affairs 
LABOR Lands, Public Works, Resources 
MILITARY & VETERANS Post Office & Civil Service 
Armed Services & Defense 8, TAXES & ECONOMIC POLICY 
Veterans Business & Commerce 
Taxes & Tariffs 


MISC, & ADMINISTRATIVE 
Astronautics & Atomic Energy 
Commemorative 
Congress, Constitution, 

Civil Rights 
Government Operations 
Indians, D.C., Territories 
Judicial Procedures 


Within each category are Senate bills inchronological order followed 

by House bills in chronological order. Bills are described as follows: 

ill number, brief description of provisions, sponsor’s name, date 

introduced and committee to which bill was assigned. Bills sponsored 

by more than one Senator are listed under the first sponsor, with addi- 
tional sponsors listed. Private bills are not listed. 
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In the House identical bills are sponsored by several Members but 
each bill has only one sponsor and one number. In such cases only the 
first bill introduced -- that with the lowest bill number -- is described 
in full. Bills introduced subsequently during the period and identical 
in nature are cited back to theearliest bills. Private bills are not listed. 








TALLY OF BILLS 


The number of measures -- Public bills listed this week: 
public and private -- introduced 
in the 85th Congress from Jan. 


3, 1957, through July 11, 1958. 


Bills 

S 4106 - 4129 

HR 13295 - 13361 
Resolutions 


S J Res 189 - 190 

S Con Res 100 

S Res 322 - 326 

H J Res 645 - 651 

H Con Res 348 - 349 
H Res 622 - 628 


Senate House 


Bills 4,129 13,370 
Joint Resolutions 190 651 
Concurrent 

Resolutions 100 349 
Simple Resolutions 326 628 


TOTAL 4,745 14,998 














1. Agriculture 


HOUSE 


HR 13305 -- Create an Agricultural Research and Industrial Board; define its powers 
and duties. KEE (D W.Va.) -- 7/7/58 -- House Agriculture. 

HR 13352 -- Provide a new farm program for basic agricultural commodities under 
which excessive and burdensome Federal controls on agriculture will be eliminated 
and under which American agriculture will be restored to a free-enterprise basis. 
BLITCH (D Ga.) -- 7/10/58 -- House Agriculture. 


2. Appropriations 


NO INTRODUCTIONS 


3. Education and Welfare 


EDUCATION & HOUSING 
SENATE 


S 4116 -- Amend the Federal Home Loan Bank Act. BEALL (R Md.) -- 7/9/58 -- 
Senate Banking and Currency. 


HO USE 


HR 13301 -- Amend the National Housing Act. FASCELL (D Fla.) -= 7/7/58 -- 
House Banking and Currency. 

HR 13306 -- Amend title IV of the Housing Act of 1950 (college housing) with respect 
to the definition of "educational institution." MILLER (D Calif.) -- 7/7/58 -- 
House Banking and Currency. 

HR 13324 -- Amend title | of the Housing Act of 1949 to eliminate the limitation on 
urban renewal loan funds for any one state. SCOTT (R Pa.) -- 7/8/58 -- House 
Banking and Currency. 


HEALTH & WELFARE 
SENATE 


S$ 4121 -- Amend the Social Security Act and the Internal Revenue Code to increase 
the benefits payable under the old-age, survivors, and disability insurance pro- 
gram. CASE (R N.J.), Javits (R N.Y.), Payne (R Maine) -- 7/9/58 -- Senate 
Finance. 


HOUSE 


HR 13308 -- Amend title | of the Social Security Act to increase the amount of Federal 
funds payable thereunder to States which have approved plans for old-age assist- 
ance and which maintain their expenditures for such assistance at or above the 
1955 level. MOULDER (D Mo.) -- 7/7/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 1335 -- Amend the Railroad Unemployment Insurance Act to eliminate the present 
restrictions upon the right of an individual to receive unemployment benefits 
while receiving benefits or payments under certain other Federal or State laws. 
FINO (R N.Y.) -= 7/9/58 -= House Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 13336 -= Provide that where an individual continues to receive his regular re- 
muneration while absent from his employment on account of injury or illness, 
such remuneration shall continue to constitute "wages" for social-security pur- 
poses. FINO (R N.Y.) -= 7/9/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 13360 -- Amend the Railroad Retirement Act and the Social Security Act to elim- 
inate those provisions which restrict the right of an individual to receive benefits 
simultaneously under both acts. NEAL (R W.Va.) -- 7/10/58 -= House Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 


4. Foreign Poli 
. Foreign Policy 
IMMIGRATION 
NO INTRODUCTIONS 
INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS 
SENATE 
S 4110 == Provide standards for the issuance of passports. GREEN (D R.1.) (by request) 
-- 7/8/58 -- Senate Foreign Relations. 
S 4127 -= Amend the Foreign Service Act of 1946, as amended. GREEN (D R.1.) (by 
request) -- 7/11/58 -- Senate Foreign Relations. 
HOUSE 
HR 13317 -= Re the relief of the Government of the Republic of Iceland. HAYS (D 
Ark.) -= 7/8/58 -- House Foreign Affairs. 


HR 13318 == Provide standards for the issuance of passports. KEATING (R N.Y.) -- 
7/8/58 -- House Foreign Affairs. 


Bills - 2 


HR 13337 -- Amend the War Claims Act of 1948, as amended, to provide compen- 
sation for certain World War |i losses. HARRIS (D Ark.) -= 7/9/58 -- House 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 13343 -- Authorize the appropriation of $500,000 to be spent for the purpose of 
the Pan American games to be held in Chicago, Ill. YATES (D III.) -- 7/9/58 
-- House Foreign Affairs. 

HR 13354 -- Amend the act of June 10, 1938, relating to participation by the United 
States in the International Criminal Police Organization. CELLER (D N.Y.) -- 
7/10/58 -- House Judiciary. 

H Con Res 349 -=- Request the United States mission to the United Nations to take all 
possible steps expeditiously to bring about consideration by the United Nations of 
the question of self-determination of the population of Cyprus. MAY (R Conn.) 
-- 7/10/58 -- House Foreign Affairs. 


5. Labor 


HOUSE 


HR 13330 -- Amend the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 with respect to its applica- 
tion to the processing of shade grown tobacco. BLITCH (D Ga.) -- 7/9/58 -- 
House Education and Labor. 


6. Military and Veterans 
ARMED SERVICES & DEFENSE 
SENATE 


S 4129 -- Amend title 32 of the United States Code to permit the appointment of the 
Adjutant General of Puerto Rico as provided by the lawsof the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. MANSFIELD (D Mont.), (Jackson (D Wash.) (by request) -- 
7/\'/58 -- Senate Armed Services. 


HOUSE 


HR 13353 -- Amend title 10, United States Code, re active duty agreements for 
Reserve officers. BROOKS (D La.) -- 7/10/58 -- House Armed Services. 


VETERANS 
HOUSE 


HR 13296 == Provide for a Veterans' Administration general medical and surgical 
hospital of 200 beds at Las Vegas, Nev. BARING (D Nev.) -- 7/7/58 =- 
House Veterans Affairs. 

HR 13307 -- Provide increases in monthly rates of compensation payable to veterans 
with service-connected disabilities. MOULDER (D Mo.) -- 7/7/58 -= House 
Veterans Affairs. 


7. Miscellaneous-Administrative 
ASTRONAUTICS & ATOMIC ENERGY 
HOUSE 


HR 13309 -- Amend the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended. PRICE (D III.) -- 
7/7/58 -- Joint Atomic Energy. 
HR 13321 ~= Similar to HR 13309. MATTHEWS (D Fla.) -- 7/8/58. 


COMMEMORATIVE 
SENATE 


S J Res 189 -= Amend the act of September 7, 1957 (71 Stat. 626), providing for the 
establishment of a Civil War Centennial Commission. O'MAHONEY (D Wyo.), 
Bricker (R Ohio), Martin (R Pa.) -- 7/10/58 -- Senate Judiciary. 

S Con Res 100 == Request President to proclaim the week of Dec. 1-6, 1958 as 
National Animal Science Week. JOHNSON (D Texas) -- 7/9/58 -- Senate 
Judiciary. 


HOUSE 


H J Res 646 -- Establish a National Shrine Commission to select and procure a site 
and formulate plans for the construction of a permanent memorial building in 
memory of the veterans of the Civil War. BURDICK (R N.D.) -- 7/8/58 -- “ty 
House Public Works. 

H J Res 647 -= Provide for the commemoration of the 150th anniversary of the birth 
of Abraham Lincoln. NIMTZ (R Ind.) -- 7/8/58 -- House Rules. 

H J Res 648 -= Similar to H J Res 647. SCHWENGEL (R lowa) -~ 7/8/58. 

H J Res 650 -- Authorize and request the President to issue a proclamation designating 
the fourth Sunday in the month of June as National Children's Day. CHURCH 
(R U1.) — 7/9/58 -= House Judiciary. 
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Bills - 3 


CONGRESS, CONSTITUTION, CIVIL RIGHTS 
SENATE 


S Res 332 -- Confer upon the Committee on Rules and Administration jurisdiction 
over any proposed code of ethics applicable to Members, officers, or employees 
of the Senate. JAVITS (R N.Y.) -- 7/9/58 -- Senate Rules and Administration. 

S Res 323 -- Amend rule XII re excusing a Senator from voting in cases involving 
conflict of interest. JAVITS (R N.Y.) -- 7/9/58 -= Senate Rules and Adminis- 
tration, 

S Res 324 -- Print as a Senate document manuscript entitled "The Meaning of the 
McClellan Committee Revelations". GOLDWATER (R Ariz.) -= 7/9/58 == 
Senate Rules and Administration. 

S Res 325 -- Print as a Senate document pamphlet entitled "Legislative History of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, United States Senate, 85th Congress." GREEN 
(D R.1.) -- 7/9/58 == Senate Rules and Administration. 

S Res 326 -= Authorize an increase in expenditures for the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. GREEN (D R.1.) -- 7/9/58 -= Senate Rules and Administration. 


HOUSE 


HR 13332 -- Amend the Civil Rights Act of 1957 to provide that the Civil Rights 
Commission shall have until June 30, 1960 to submit its report, findings and 
recommendations. DIGGS (D Mich.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 13338 -- Amend title 4 of the United States Code to provide a new design for the 
flag of the United States to be adopted upon the admission of the 49th and 50th 
States into the Union. HOSMER (R Calif.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Judiciary. 

H J Res 651 -- Amend the Constitution of the United States relating to the inability 
of the President of the United States to discharge the powers and duties of his 
office, and provide new duties for the Vice President of the United States. 
HOSMER (R Calif.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Judiciary. 

H Res 622 -- Resolved, that Hon. John W. McCormack, a Representative from the 
State of Massachusetts, be elected Speaker pro tempore during the absence of 
the Speaker. PRICE (D Ill.) -- 7/7/58. 

H Res 623 -= Fix basic compensation of an employee in the office of the Doorkeeper, 
House of Representatives. FRIEDEL (D Md.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Administration. 

H Res 624 -- Consider $ 1411. COLMER (D Miss.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Rules. 

H Res 625 -- Consider HR 13121. O'NEILL (D Mass.) -- 7/9/58 -= House Rules. 

H Res 626 -= Consider HR 11078. MADDEN (D ind.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Rules. 

H Res 627 -=- Amend paragraph (n) of section 9 of rule 11 of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives. KEATING (R N.Y.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Rules. 

H Res 628 -- Increase stationery allowance of Members of the House of Representa- 
tives. FRIEDEL (D Md.) -- 7/10/58 -- House Administration. 


GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS 
HOUSE 


HR 13295 -= Promote ethical standards of conduct among Members of Congress and 
officers and employees of the United States. BALDWIN (R Calif.) -- 7/7/58 -- 
House Post Office and Civil Service. 

HR 13322 -- Promote ethics in Government. PATTERSON (R Conn.) -- 7/8/58 -- 
House Post Office and Civil Service. 

H J Res 645 -- Amend the Admninistrative Procedure Act with respect to activities 
of officers and employees of the Federal Government. KEATING (R N.Y.) -= 
7/7/58 -- House Judiciary. 

H Con Res 348 -= Re insuring integrity and impartiality in the exercise of certain 
functions by administrative agencies of the Government. MAY (R Conn.) == 
7/8/58 -- House Judiciary. 

INDIANS, D.C., TERRITORIES 
SENATE 


S$ 4108 -= Enact a certain provision now included in the District of Columbia Appro- 
priation Act, 1958. BIBLE (D Nev.) (by request) -- 7/7/58 -- Senate District 
of Columbia. 

S 4117 == Re a bill for the licensing of public adjusters in the District of Columbia. 
BEALL (R Md.) (by request) -- 7/9/58 -- Senate District of Columbia. 

S 4125 -- Amend the Life Insurance Act of the District of Columbia approved June 
19, 1934, as amended by the acts of July 2, 1940, and July 12, 1950. BIBLE 
(D Nev.) (by request) -- 7/10/58 -- Senate District of Columbia. 

S$ 4128 -= Cancel irrigation maintenance and operation charges of the Shoshone 
Indian Mission School lands on the Wind River Indian Reservation. O'MAHONEY 
(D Wyo.), Barrett (R Wyo.) -- 7/11/58 == Senate Interior and Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 13340 -- Amend the Life Insurance Act of the District of Columbia approved 
June 19, 1934, as amended by the acts of July 2, 1940, and July 12, 1950. 
McMILLAN ({D S.C.) (by request) -- 7/9/58 -- House District of Columbia. 


JUDICIAL PROCEDURES 
| HOUSE 
HR 13304 =- Amend chapter 163 of title 28 of the United States Code to authorize 
the Attorney General to institute civil actions for the recovery of money or 
property received or expended by Federal officers and employees in violation of 
their public trust. KEATING (R N.Y.) -- 7/7/58 -- House Judiciary. 
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HR 13311 -= Provide for the judicial review of orders of deportation. WALTER (0 
Pa.) == 7/7/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 13315 == Re relief of certain aliens distressed as the result of natural calamity in 
the Azores Islands. HAGEN (D Calif.) -- 7/8/58 -= House Judiciary. 

HR 13328 -= Provide for the appointment of additional district judges for the State of 
Texas. ALGER (R Texas) -- 7/9/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 13331 -- Amend title 18 of the United States Code so as to prohibit certain acts 
involving the importation, transportation, possession, or use of explosives, 
DIGGS (D Mich.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 13356 -- Amend chapter 3 of title 18, United States Code, so as to prohibit 
capturing or killing wild horses for commercial slaughter on land belonging to the 
United States. COAD (D lowa) -- 7/10/58 -- House Judiciary. 


LANDS, PUBLIC WORKS, RESOURCES 
SENATE 


S 4115 -= Revise the Alaska game law and provide for the protection of marine mam- 
mals on and off the coast of Alaska. MURRAY (D Mont.) (by request) -- 7/9/58 
-- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 4122 -= Approve an order of the Secretary of the Interior adjusting, deferring, and 
canceling certain irrigation charges against non-Indian owned lands under the 
Wapato Indian irrigation project, Washington. MURRAY (D Mont.) (by request) 
-- 7/10/58 -- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S 4123 -- Direct the Secretary of the Interior to administer certain acquired lands as 
revested Oregon and California railroad grant lands. MURRAY (D Mont.) -- 
7/10/58 -= Senate Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S J Res 190 -- Approve the report of the Department of the Interior on Red Willow 
Dam and Reservoir in Nebraska, CURTIS (R Neb.), Hruska (R Neb.) -= 7/11/58 
-- Senate Interior and Insular Affairs. 


HOUSE 


HR 13299 -= Provide that the Channel Islands off the coast of southern California 
shall be referred to as the Juan Rodrigues Cabrillo Islands. ENGLE (D Calif.) -- 
7/7/58 -- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13300 -- Amend the Federal Aid Highway Act of 1956 to extend to January 3, 
1961, the time for reporting to Congress with respect to certain highway tests. 
FALLON (D Md.) -= 7/7/58 -- House Public Works. 

HR 13302 -- Provide that the equalizing reservoir for tne Columbia Basin project in 
the State of Washington shall be referred to as the Frank A. Banks Equalizing 
Reservoir. HORAN (R Wash.) -- 7/7/58 =-- House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13303 -- Eliminate the necessity of constructing a new building for the National 
Air Museum, at an estimated cost of $40 million by providing that such museum 
shall be located in the building known as the old Pension Office Building, which 
was designed as a war memorial. HYDE (R Md.) -- 7/7/58 -- House Adminis- 
tration. 

HR 13310 -- Authorize the establishment of the Moraine National Park in the State of 
Wisconsin. REUSS (D Wis.) -- 7/7/58 -= House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13320 -- Authorize the establishment of the Indiana Dunes National Monument. 
LIBONATI (D III.) -- 7/8/58 -= House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13323 -= Provide for the equalization of allotments on the Agua Caliente (Palm 
Springs) Reservation in California. SAUND (D Calif.) (by request) -- 7/8/58 -- 
House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13329 == Authorize the Secretary of the Navy to acquire certainreal property in 
the county of Solano, Calif., to transfer certain real property to the county of 
Solano, Calif. BALDWIN (R Calif.) -- 7/9/58 -- House Armed Services. 

HR 13334 =- Stabilize production of copper, lead, zinc, acid-grade fluorspar and 
tungsten from domestic mines. EDMONDSON (D Okla.) -= 7/9/58 -= House 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13341 -- Amend section 2324 of Revised Statutes, as amended, to change period 
for doing annual assessment work on unpatented mineral claims. PFOST (D 
Idaho) =- 7/9/58 -= House Interior and Insular Affairs. 

HR 13342 == Provide for a survey of Parish Line Canal, La. BOGGS (D La.) -- 
7/9/58 -- House Pub!ic Works. 

HR 13351 -= Authorize the Secretary of the Army in certain cases to undertake small 
river and harbor improvement projects not specifically authorized by Congress. 
BLATNIK (D Minn.) == 7/10/58 -= House Public Works. 

HR 13359 -- Provide for the establishment of the Arkansas Post National Park, in the 
State of Arkansas. NORRELL (D Ark.) -- 7/10/58 -= House Interior and insular 
Affairs. 

H J Res 649 == Provide for the conveyance of certain real property of the United States 
situated in Philadelphia, Pa. to Paul & Beekman, Inc., Philadelphia, Pa. 
SCOTT (R Pa.) -= 7/8/58 -- House Government Operations. 


POST OFFICE & CIVIL SERVICE 
HO USE 


HR 13298 -- Amend section 4201 of title 18, United States Code, with respect to the 
annual rate of compensation of members of the Board of Parole. CELLER (D N.Y.) 
-- 7/7/58 -- House Judiciary. 

HR 13319 -- Provide an equitable system for the prompt and just settlement of grievan- 
ces of Federal employees. LESINSKI (D Mich.) -- 7/8/58 -- House Post Office 
and Civil Service. 














8. Taxes and Economic Policy 


BUSINESS & COMMERCE 
HOUSE 


HR 13297 -- Amend the Communications Act of 1934 to assist in the establishment and 
improvement of certain television broadcasting facilities. BOGGS (D La.) -~- 
7/7/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 13314 -- Establish and maintain the United States Maritime Service as a uniformed 
service. DEROUNIAN (R N.Y.) -- 7/8/58 -=- House Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

HR 13316 -- Create an independent Federal Aviation Agency. HASKELL (R Del.) -- 
7/8/58 -- House Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

HR 13355 -- Amend section 25 of the Interstate Commerce Act to provide that the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission shall make regulations requiring that freight and 
other cars be equipped with reflectors or luminous material so that they can be 
readily seen at night. COAD (D lowa) -~ 7/10/58 == House Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

HR 13357 -= Amend the Clayton Act so cs to supplement existing laws against unlaw- 
ful restraints and monopolies by providing that violations of the Robinson-Patman 
Act shall constitute violations of the antitrust laws. CUNNINGHAM (R Neb.) 
-- 7/10/58 -- House Judiciary. 





TAXES & TARIFFS 


SENATE 


S 4112 -- Amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 so as to provide accounting pro- 
cedures whereby dealers in personal property may exclude from gross income 
amounts withheld by banks and finance companies on notes purchased from such 
dealers employing the accrual method of accounting. POTTER (R Mich.) -- 
7/9/58 -- Senate Finance. 


HO USE 


HR 13325 -- Exempt from the club dues tax dues paid to certain nonprofit swimming 
and skating organizations; exempt from the admissions tax amounts paid for ad= 
mission to places providing facilities for physical exercise. SCOTT (R Pa.) -- 
7/8/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 13333 -- Amend the Internal Revenue Code so as to provide relief with respect to 
the tax treatment of damages in antitrust actions. EBERHARTER (D Pa.) -- 
7/9/58 -- House Ways and Means. 

HR 13339 -- Amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, as amended. IKARD (D 
Texas) -= 7/9/58 -= House Ways and Means. 

HR 133358 -- Amend the Internal Revenue Code to provide for deductions of certain 
commissions paid for leases on real property. KEOGH (D N.Y.) -- 7/10/58 -- 
House Ways and Means. 

HR 13361 -- Amend section 631 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 re the tax 
treatment of amounts realized from the disposal of iron ore with a retained eco- 
nomic interest. ELLIOTT (D Ala.) == 7/10/58 -- House Ways and Means. 





Presidential Report - 8 
(Continued from p. 937) 

The second category of new items consists of additional 
facilities in support of basic research. I would not object to 
authorizing such projects for the future, but theydo not represent 
a balanced or high priority group of projects for funding in 1959, 
and I am informed that they were not so reported by the AEC to 
the Bureau of the Budget. 

Third, I must also object to the atomic power reactor design 
projects added by the Committee along with mandatory reporting 
requirements. These projects lay the groundwork for additional 
Government construction of power reactors. The need for such 
construction is yet to be demonstrated; and at all events, any 
needed preliminary design work can be initiated with available 
funds and without specific authorization. 

Your letter also comments on the gas-cooled power reactor 
which the Commission proposed in its 1959 construction authorizing 
bill. This is an enriched uranium version of this reactor type 
rather than the natural uranium version proposed by Congress and 
opposed by the Commission inthe 1958 authorizing bill. The study 
undertaken by the AEC pursuant to the 1958 authorizing act 
indicated that construction and operation of the enriched uranium 
version of such a reactor would advance the atomic power program. 

My conviction is that construction of this reactor by private 
industry with some Government assistance in research and 
development offers the best promise for the atomic power program. 
The bill the Commission proposed would authorize this partner- 
ship approach and would stimulate energetic efforts to accomplish 
this project through private construction. In fact, as your letter 
indicates, certain industrial groups are already considering the 
submission of such proposals. However, HR 13121 and S 4051 
would place deadlines on submission of proposals and on the 
negotiations of suitable arrangements. Such provisions are most 
unwise, Arbitrary time limits on difficult technical negotiations 
of importance to both parties can only discourage proposals, 
increase Government costs, and diminish the demonstrated benefits 
of Government-industry cooperation. 

I trust it is clearly understood that funds were requested to 
allow Government construction of the project solely in order to 
provide an alternative should it prove impossible to obtain 
industry participation. 


Sincerely, 
DWIGHT D. EISENHOWER 











Committee Briefs 


SMALL BUSINESS TAXES 


The House Ways and Means Committee July 16 reported a 
5-point tax relief bill (HR 13382 -- H Rept 2198) for small 
business, The bill’s major provisions: permitted an additional 20 
percent deduction for depreciation on equipment and machinery 
worth up to $10,000 acquired after Dec. 31, 1957; allowed heirs of 
small business firms up to 10 years to pay estate taxes; provided 
more liberal deductions for losses suffered from investing in 
small business; increased from two tothree years the back period 
in which tax refunds could be claimed on net operating losses; and 
permitted losses not offset by prior taxable income to be carried 
forward for the next five years. 


VETERANS’ JOBLESS BENEFITS 


The Senate Finance Committee July 15 reported a bill (HR 
11630 -- S Rept 1837) to provide a permanent unemployment 
compensation program for ex-servicemen,. (Weekly Report p. 857) 


HOSPITAL CONSTRUCTION 


The Senate Labor and Public Welfare Committee July 15 
ordered reported two House-passed bills (HR 12628, 12694) to 
provide Federal grants and loans for hospital construction under 
the Hill-Burton Act. The Committee version of HR 12628 would 
extend the Federal grant program for five years as compared 
with three years in the House version. (Weekly Report p. 853) 


SPECIAL SCHOOL AID 


The Senate Labor and Public Welfare Committee July 17 
ordered reported an amended bill (HR 11378) extending, and 
making permanent in part, a financial aid program for Federally 
impacted schools. The bill, passed by the House April 23, was 
amended to liberalize certain payments and to assist for one year 
school districts losing their eligibility for aid. (Weekly Report 
p. 525) 
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Pressures On Congress 











TRADE BILL ATTACKED 


The Committee for a National Trade Policy July 14 
said the Senate version of the bill (HR 12591) to extend the 
Trade Agreements Act, if enacted, ‘‘would be nothing less 
than a disastrous defeat for the U.S, andits entire foreign 
and security policy.’’ (Weekly Report p. 924) 

The CNTP said the Senate Finance Committee ‘‘but- 
chered’’ HR 12591 by: reducing it from a five-year to a 
three-year bill, thus ‘‘making it impossible to negotiate 
with the European Common Market;’’ cutting the Presi- 
dent’s tariff reducing authority from 25 percent to 15 per- 
cent (5 percent a year) and preventing a carryover of 
unused authority from one year to the next; removing the 
President’s authority to accept or reject Tariff Commis- 
sion recommendations; requiring the President to con- 
sider as damaging to the national security the injury im- 
ports inflicted on ‘‘any’’ American industry, 


RIGHTS BATTLE PREDICTED 


Sens. Paul H. Douglas (D Ill.) and JacobK, Javits (R 
N.Y.) predicted a civil rights battle in Congress in 1959 
in speeches July 9 before the National Assn, for the Ad- 
vancement of Colored People convention in Cleveland. 

Douglas said the ‘‘real struggle”’ over his liberal civil 
rights bill (S 3257) ‘‘will come next year.’’ He said it 
could be passed in the House. ‘‘The difficulty will be in 
the Senate, which historically has been the graveyard of 
civil rights legislation,’’ Douglas said. ‘‘Here it is vital 
to elect more pro-civil rights Senators this fall and then 
to modify Rule 22, the gravedigger of civil rights, and 
make it possible for a majority, after a decent interval, 
to break a filibuster.’’ Rule 22 provides that debate on a 
bill can be shut off only by atwo-thirds vote of the Senate 
membership. 

Javits said ‘‘a major effort’’ will be madein 1959 to 
amend Senate rules of debate. In the field of civil rights 
legislation, he said ‘‘at the very least the Congress should 
adopt a provision which would enable and encourage the 
Attorney General to use the strength of the Government’s 
civil authority in civil rights litigation.’’ Authority for 
the Federal Government to initiate law suits in the civil 
rights field was stricken from the civil rights bill (HR 
6127 -- PL315) passed by Congress in1957. (1957 Alma- 
nac p. 553) 


FAIR TRADE ORGANIZATION 


A new organization called the Anti-Price Fixing 
Assn. has been formed to combat efforts to enact Fed- 
eral fair trade laws. 

Alex Akerman Jr., Washington attorney, is executive 
secretary of the association. He said July 14 that the 
organization will start a membership drive as soon as 
it is incorporated in Delaware. The association will fight 
bills to authorize manufacturers to set retail prices on 
their goods. ‘‘We decided that a national clearing house 
for disseminating the true facts of the harmful effects 
of the proposed National Fair Trade Act was needed,’’ 
Akerman said. 


EXECUTIVE LOBBYING 


Reps. James B, Uit (R Calif.) and Alvin E, O’Konski 
(R Wis.) July 14 accused the Eisenhower Administration 
of executive lobbying on behalf of the bill (HR 12591) to 
extend the Trade Agreements Act. (WeeklyReport p, 915) 

Utt said some of the lobbying took the form of ‘‘un- 
abashed favoritism aimed at particular industries that 
were seeking relief from import pressure.’’ Hecited as 
examples the minerals subsidy program, promises of 
Federal purchase of copper and a tightening of oil im- 
port quotas. Hesaid the executive lobbying posed a threat 
to the Government’s system of checks and balances, 
(Weekly Report p. 919) 

O’Konski said that ‘‘from Jan. 1 ofthis year the em- 
ployees of the Department of Commerce did nothing else 
except dig up propaganda in favor of extension of the Re- 
ciprocal Trade Agreements Act.’’ He said the State De- 
partment did the same thing. 





Pressure Points | 


@ AMERICAN INSTITUTE OF ARCHITECTS -- Dele- 
gates to the institute’s convention in Cleveland July 10 
voted 225-49 against extending the East Front of the Capi- 
tol 32% feet. (For details onextension see Weekly Report 
p. 279) 


@ ASSN. OF AMERICAN RAILROADS -- Daniel P. 
Loomis, president, July 14 opposed bills (HR 4353, S 1313) 
to liberalize retirement and unemployment benefits for 
railroad workers. He said they posed an ‘‘alarming 
threat’’ to railroad economy. 


@ COMMITTEE OF ONE MILLION AGAINST THE AD- 
MISSION OF COMMUNIST CHINA TO THE UN -- Sen. 
Paul H. Douglas (D 11.) July 15 called for strong opposi- 
tion to the ‘‘rise of new efforts toconvince the American 
people of the desirability of closer diplomatic, economic 
and cultural relations with Communist China.’’ He is a 
member of the organization’s steering committee. 


® RIGHT-TO-WORK ORGANIZATION -- Sen. Barry 
Goldwater (R Ariz.) July 10 charged the activities of the 
newly formed National Council for Industrial Peace ‘ ‘will, 
be financed in the main by dues money collected by com- 
pulsion from members of the unions.’’ The council, 
founded by Mrs. Eleanor Roosevelt and former Sen. 
Herbert H. Lehman (D N.Y., 1949-57), July 9 announced 
its mission as preservation of the status quo in the col- 
lective bargaining field. It saidit willfight right-to-work 
legislation. (Weekly Report p. 895) 


@® TEXAS INDEPENDENT PRODUCERS AND ROY- 
ALTY OWNERS ASSN. -- Eugene M, Locke, president, in 
the July TIPRO Reporter said independent oil producers 
are being driven out of business by oil imports. He said 
if the trend continues the ultimate result would be 
nationalization of the oil industry. 
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FARM BILL OPPOSED 


The National Farmers Union and National Corn 
Growers Assn. have gone on record as opposed to the 
bill (S 4071) providing new price support programs for 
cotton, rice, corn and other feed grains, (Weekly Report 

. 838 
‘ : letters placed in the Congressional Record July 14 
by Sen. William Proxmire (D Wis.), James G. Patton, 
NFU president, said the bill was ‘‘unbelijevably bad’’ for 
family farmers, 

Walter W. Goeppinger, NCGA president, said‘ ‘toturn 
production loose with supports at 90 percent of the market 
average of the past three years will be ruinous and add 
to the glut’’ of farm produce. He said the only solution 
was to keep production in line with consumption, 





Lobbyist Registrations 


Ten registrations were filed under the Federal 
Regulation of Lobbying Act between June 30-July 14. 

Registrations are listed by category (with em- 
ployers listed alphabetically): Business, Citizens, Farm, 
Foreign, Individuals, Labor, Military and Veterans and 
Professional. Where certain information is not listed 
(such as legislative interest or compensation), such 
information was not filed by the registrant. 


Business Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -=- American Metal Climax Inc., 61 Broad- 
way, New York, N.Y. 

Registrant -- WENCHEL, SCHULMAN AND MAN- 
NING, law firm, 1625 K St. N.W., Washington, D.C, 
Filed 7/2/58. 

Legislative Interest -- In favor of ‘‘proposed exten- 
sion to certain British overseas territories of the appli- 
cation of the U.S.-United Kingdom convention for the 
avoidance of double taxation and the prevention of 
fiscal evasion with respect to taxes on income.’’ 

Previous Registrations -- Estate of Mary Clark de 
Brabant and Katherine C. Williams (1953 Almanac p. 
700). 


@ EMPLOYER -- Associated General Contractors of 
America Inc., 20th and E Sts. N.W., Washington, D.C. 
Registrant -- JOHN J. RILEY, 20th and ESts.N.W., 
Washington, D.C. Filed 7/11/58. 
Compensation -- $100 quarterly. 
Previous Registrations -- American Bottlers of 
Carbonated Beverages (1955 Almanac p. 683). 


@ EMPLOYER -- Associated Railroads of New York State, 
466 Lexington Ave., New York, N.Y. 
Registrant -- VICTOR F, CONDELLO, 466 Lexington 
Ave., New York, N.Y. Filed 7/3/58. 
Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Legislation affecting the 
railroad industry.’’ 


@ EMPLOYER -- Jenney Manufacturing Co., 250 Boylston 
St., Chestnut Hill, Mass. 

Registrant -- JOHN B. FISHER, -- Joyce and Fisher 
Associates, administrative and legislative consultants, 
Suite 1112, Pennsylvania Bldg., Washington, D.C, Filed 
7/3/58. 


Pressures - 2 


Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Proposed legislation rela- 
tive to foreign oil import program anticipated.’’ 

Previous Registrations -- American Coal Shipping 
Inc., Bangor and Aroostock Railroad, C.H. Sprague and 
Son Co, (1957 Almanac p. 740, 744, 755). 


@ EMPLOYER -- Suffolk Farms Packing Co., 152 Pearl 
St., Chelsea, Mass. 

Registrant -- JOHN B, FISHER, Joyce and Fisher 
Associates, Suite 1112, Pennsylvania Bldg., Washington, 
D.C, Filed 7/3/58. 

Legislative Interest -- HR 8728, S 2614, private 
bills for the relief of the Suffolk Farms Packing Co.; 
H Res 489, a resolution referring HR 8728 to the Court 
of Claims. 

Previous Registrations -- See registration for 
Jenney Manufacturing Co. above. 


Citizens Groups 


@ EMPLOYER -- American Assn. of University Women, 
1634 Eye St. N.W., Washington, D.C, 

Registrant -- WILLIAM P, MacCRACKEN JR., 
law firm of MacCracken, Collins and Whitney, 1000 
Connecticut Ave. N.W., Washington, D.C, Filed 7/10/58. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Amendment to HR 7125 to 
exempt from the admission tax tickets which are sold 
for benefit performances to raise money for scholarship 
funds.”’ 

Compensation -- $2,500 for the duration of the 85th 
Congress. 

Previous Registrations -- American Optometric 
Assn. Development Fund, Remington Rand Inc, (1947 
Almanac p. 771, 765); John J, Braund (1951 Almanac 
p. 714); Frankel Bros. (1954 Almanac p, 683), 


@ EMPLOYER -- Trustees for Conservation, 251 Kearny 
St., San Francisco, Calif, 

Registrant -- WILLIAM ZIMMERMAN JR., 2144 
P St. N.W., Washington, D.C, Filed 7/1/58. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘To disseminate informa- 
tion about national parks and monuments, national 
forests and other areas set aside for the benefit of 
all the people because of unique scenery, wildlife, 
wilderness or historic values.’’ 

Expenses -- $5,000 yearly. 

Previous Registrations -- Assn. of American In- 
dian Affairs Inc. (1955 Almanac p. 698). 


Farm Groups 


@ EMPLOYER AND REGISTRANT -- NATIONAL TURKEY 
FEDERATION, P.O. Box 69, Mount Morris, Ill. Filed 
7/11/58. 

Legislative Interest -- ‘‘Any proposed legislation 
which might affect the interest of its (the Federation’s) 
members,”” 

1. Registrant -- JOSEPH O, PARKER, lawyer, 531 
Washington Bldg., Washington, D.C, Filed 7/11/58. 

Previous Registrations -- National Grange, Florida 
Fruit and Vegetable Assn., Institute of American Poultry 
Industry (1956 Almanac p. 684), 

2. Registrant -- M.C, SMALL, P.O. Box 69, Mount 
Morris, Ill. Filed 7/11/58. 

Legislative Interest -- Same as employer above. 
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PREVIEW OF ARKANSAS, TEXAS PRIMARIES 


A pair of primary elections -- July 26 in Texas and 
July 29 in Arkansas -- will provide significant tests of 
liberal vs. conservative sentiment in the South and the 
political impact of the school desegregation controversy. 

This Fact Sheet reviews the major contests in the 
two states. 


ARKANSAS PRIMARY 


Ground Rules -- Arkansas has an unusual primary 
system, involving both a preferential primary (July 29, 
this year) and a runoff primary (Aug. 12). 

If two candidates file for an office, they meet in the 
Aug. 12 runoff. That is the situation in the Republican 
gubernatorial race and the 6th District Democratic House 
contest. If three or more candidates file for an office, 
they meet in the July 29 preferential primary. The two 
high men in the preferential go on to the Aug. 12 runoff, 
unless the high man gets a majority of all votes, in which 
case he is nominated. That is the situation in the Demo- 
cratic gubernatorial and 3rd and 5th District races, 

Candidates for Governor -- Gov. Orval E, Faubus (D), 
who became a smbol of resistance to enforced school 
integration during the Little Rock Central High School 
dispute of 1957, is trying to become the first Arkansas 
Governor in 54 yearstogainathirdterm. (1957 Almanac 
p. 657) His opponents are: 

Chris Finkbeiner, 37, president of a Little Rock meat 
packing company, ~ first-time candidate who was fairly 
well known before his campaign began through television 
appearances on programs sponsored by his company. 

Lee Ward, 51, a chancery judge from Paragould in 
the eastern part of the state, who was a defeated candidate 
for chief justice of the state supreme court in 1956, 





Issues -- Faubus’ actions inthe school crisis provide 
the chief, but not the only, issue inthe campaign. 

Ward, a vigorous orator who is campaigning by heli- 
copter, says Faubus’ calling out the National Guard 
smacked of ‘‘despotism and dictatorship.’’ He told a 
Negro audience during the campaign he was personally for 
segregation but said, ‘‘I will not put National Guard troops 
or any other impediment before local schools’’ that decide 
voluntarily or are ordered by a court tointegrate. 

Ward has also charged Faubus is under “‘the improper 
and unethical influence’’ of the Arkansas Louisiana Gas 
Company. The utility has won Arkansas Public Service 
Commission approval of two rate increases, totaling more 
than $6 million a year, since Faubus became Governor. 

Finkbeiner describes himself as a ‘‘moderate’’ on 
the race issue and criticizes Faubus for ‘‘spreading hate 
and bitterness.’’ He has expressed the concern of many 
conservative businessmen, personally segregationists, 
over the economic consequences of continued strife. ‘‘If 
we continue to fight and hassle,’’ Finkbeiner said, 
‘Arkansas can’t begin to grow industrially.... The Little 
Rock area hasn’t had a single new industry come in 
since” the controversy at Central High School. 


He also has criticized Faubus for boosting the state 
sales and income taxes and has claimed he could reduce 
the costs of state government 25 percent. 

Aside from ridiculing this claim of Finkbeiner’s, 
Faubus has paid little attention to his opponents in the 
campaign. With the slogan ‘‘It is courage that counts,” 
Faubus has defended his actions in the Central High 
School dispute as both necessary and effective. A show 
of resistance was needed, he says, to block an NAACP 
drive to integrate every public facility in the state. That 
it has succeeded, Faubus says, is shown by a June 21 
Federal district court ruling that suspended integration 
at Central High School until 1961. The order is now being 
appealed. (Weekly Report p. 828) 

Faubus has argued in the campaign that the opposi- 
tion to his reelection was organized by ‘‘outsiders and 
quislings’’ determined to punish him for his anti-integra- 
tion stand, The Committee on Political Education of the 
Arkansas Federated Labor Council, AFL-CIO, condemned 
Faubus but has endorsed neither of his opponents. 


Outlook -- Faubus went into the race a strong 
favorite, despite the anti-third term tradition, and 
Arkansas observers seem agreed he will be high man in 
the July 29 preferential. He may get the absolute maj- 
ority of all votes he needs to avoid a runoff, but that is a 
matter of dispute. His two opponents have concentrated 
all*their fire on Faubus and have not criticized each 
other. The relative strength of Ward and Finkbeiner is 
hard to determine, but observers believe that if Faubus 
fails to win a majority in the preferential, he probably 
will be defeated by whichever of his opponents goes into 
the runoff. 





Arkansas Candidates 


Democrats Republicans 
Governor ipsa eo . 
*Orval E, Faubus 
Chris Finkbeiner 


Lee Ward 


George W. Johnson 
Donald D, Layne 


Districts 
1 *E, C, Gathings 
Z *Wilbur D. Mills 
3 *J, W. Trimble 
Franklin Wilder 
Donald Poe 
Lee M, Whittaker 
*Oren Harris 
*Brooks Hays 
Amis Guthridge 
E.M, Harrington 
*W.F,. Norrell 
W.E, Fletcher 
*Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, see 1957 Almanac p. 180) 
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House -- There are primary fights for both the 
‘‘untypically Southern’’ Members of the Arkansas delega- 
tion, Democratic Reps. Brooks Hays and J.W, Trimble. 
In 1957 Congressional Quarterly analyzed 31 House roll 
calls on which the majority of voting Southern Democrats 
opposed the stand taken by the majority of voting Northern 
Democrats. Hays and Trimble were the only Arkansas 
Representatives who voted with the North more often than 
they voted with the South on these party-splitting issues. 
(1957 Almanac p. 815) Hays and Trimble were also the 
only Arkansas Representatives who voted against killing 
the Federal aid to school construction measure in 1957. 
(Roll Call 56, 1957 Almanac p, 358) 

Hays has represented the Sth District (Little Rock) 
since 1943. He attempted to act as an intermediary 
between Faubus and President Eisenhower in the Central 
High School dispute. His chief opponentinthe primary is 
Amis Guthridge, attorney for the Little Rock Citizens 
Assn., who has accused Hays of being a ‘‘race mixer’’ and 
has also criticized Hays’ support of foreign aid. Hays 
defeated Guthridge by some 16,000 votes in 1952 and he 
is favored again over Guthridge and a third candidate, 
E.M. Harrington. 

Trimble has represented the 3rd District (northwest 
Arkansas) since 1945. This year he has drawn three 
opponents from the southern part of the district, which was 
added to it after the last redistricting, all critical of his 
record on foreign spending. They are Chancery Judge 
Franklin Wilder of Fort Smith; Lee M. Whittaker, a Fort 
Smith auto dealer who twice ran unsuccessfully for Con- 
gress from the old 4th District; and Donaid Poe, Waldron 
attorney and former state senator. Trimble is favored 
but may be forced into a runoff. 

In the Aug. 12 runoff, 6th District Rep. W.F. Norrell 
(D) will be opposed by W.E. Fletcher, a planter who is 
campaigning on the theme that Arkansas farmers need a 
Congressman of their own. Norrell, a 62-year-old 
attorney, had a stroke a few years agoand his health may 
also be a factor in the race, 


TEXAS PRIMARY 


The contest between liberal and conservative forces 
in the Democratic party highlights the July 26 Texas 
primary. Runoffs will beheld Aug. 23 between the top two 
candidates in any race where the first primary fails to 
produce a majority winner. 

Governor -- Gov. Price Daniel (D), 48, leader of the 
currently dominant conservative faction in the state 
Democratic party, is a strong favorite for renomination 
to a second term. Tradition favors reelection of Gov- 
vernors, and Daniel’s opposition in the race this year is 
considered relatively weak. 

Representing the liberal-loyalist Democratic forces 
in the race is State Sen. Henry B. Gonzalez, 42, of San 
Antonio. Gonzalez drew attention in 1957 when he fili- 
bustered against a Daniel-endorsed bill to empower the 
Governor to close schools threatened by integration dis- 
turbances. Daniel says he is against ‘‘forced integration’”’ 

t does not ‘‘intend to demagogue on an issue in which 
common sense is the only answer.’’ Gonzalezis expected 
to draw most of his support from minority groups, labor 
unions and liberals. He has not been formally endorsed 
by the liberal, anti-Daniel Democrats of Texas (DOT), but 
money was collected for his campaign at their convention. 

The third candidate in the field is W. Lee (Pappy) 
O’Daniel, 68. O’Daniel, a colorful, folksy-style cam- 


Political Notes - 2 


paigner, was elected Governor in 1938 and 1940 and 
served in the Senate from 1941 to 1949, when he retired 
from politics. He attempted a comeback in the 1956 
Democratic gubernatorial primary, on a strongly pro- 
segregation platform, and finished third behind Daniel and 
Sen. Ralph Yarborough (D). As an independent candidate 
for Governor in the general election of 1956, he drew 
110,234 write-in votes. 

The fourth candidate is Joe A, Irwin, retired Dallas 
insurance man, 

A failure by Daniel to win without a runoff would be 
regarded as a major upset. 


Senator -- Sen. Ralph W, Yarborough (D), 55, seeking 
election to a full term, is opposed by ex-Sen. William A. 
Blakley (D), 59. When Daniel resigned from the Senate 
in 1957 to take office as Governor, retiring Gov. Allan 
Shivers (D) appointed Blakley as interim Senator. He 
served for about three months until Yarborough won a 
special election and came to Washington to fill the balance 
of Daniel’s term. 

Blakley was not a candidate in the special election, 
when Yarborough topped a field of 22 candidates and won 
with only 39 percent of the total vote, Previously Yar- 
borough had lost to Shivers and Daniel, by steadily 
narrowing margins, in three successive gubernatorial 
primaries. 

Yarborough has the support of liberal-loyalist Demo- 
crats in this, as in his past campaigns, while Blakley has 
inherited much of the Shivers-Daniel conservative 
strength, though Daniel himself has stayed publicly 
neutral in this year’s race. Blakley, a self-made multi- 
millionaire with banking, business and ranching interests, 
supported President Eisenhower, as did Shivers and 
Daniel. Yarborough was a Truman and Stevenson backer. 

Yarborough is campaigning on his record inthe Sen- 
ate. It is a blend ofliberal proposals on such matters as 
income tax reduction, bigger social security benefits, 
higher farm price supports, and attention to such special 
Texas issues as the plea for restrictions on oil imports. 
He also accuses Blakley of attempting to ‘‘buy the 
election’’ by heavy campaign spending. 

Blakley has defined the campaign issue as defense of 
constitutional government and states rights against the 
‘outside influences now intervening in the political 
affairs of this state.’’ In particular, he has criticized 
Yarborough for accepting $28,143 in labor contributions 
during his 1957 campaign. Blakley charges ‘‘he voted as 
they (labor leaders) directed him to for the so-called 
civil rights bill’’ and refused to join inSouthern strategy 
meetings during Senate consideration of the bill. 

Blakley also criticizes the Supreme Court decision 
‘‘that the people of this state cannot control and operate 
their own public schools.,.. Ido not accept (such) a ruling 
by the Court as the supreme law ofthe land -- the law of 
the case, yes, but not the supreme law of the land.... There 
should not be placed upon children conditions which we as 
adults were unwilling or unable to accept.’’ 

Yarborough has replied that his vote for the modified 
civil rights bill was in accord with the position of Sen. 
Lyndon B, Johnson (D Texas) and the Democratic leader- 
ship. He in turn has charged Blakley with accepting 
subsidies from the Government, as majority stockholder 
of Braniff Airlines, while objecting to Federal payments 
that benefit farmers and other low income people. 

The outcome of the race is considered to be in doubt. 
Texas observers note that in the 1957 special election the 
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Political Notes - 3 


two leading conservative candidates, Democratic Rep. 
Martin Dies and Republican Thad Hutcheson, together 
outpolled liberal Democrat Yarborough by 146,000 votes. 
With conservatives united behind Blakley, they say, the 
odds may be against Yarborough. However, Yarborough is 
considered the better campaigner of the two men and is 
better known throughout the state, despite Blakley’s com- 
mand of most of the newspaper endorsements. Also, 
observers say, Yarborough has allayed some conservative 
fears by his voting record in Congress, particularly by 
his agreement with Lyndon Johnson on most issues, On 
balance, Yarborough is given, perhaps, aslight edge, with 
the peculiar situation in Dallas County (see below) adding 
doubt to the outcome. 


Dallas County Primary -- Because the Republicans 
polled over 200,000 votes for their gubernatorial candidate 
in 1956, they are required to nominate candidates by 
primary election this year, and that has ledto a peculiar 
situation in the 5th Congressional District (Dallas County). 

A Dallas labor leader, Grover Cantrell of the Com- 
munication workers, has filed as an ‘‘Adlai Stevenson 
Republican’”’ in the GOP primary against Rep. Bruce Alger 
(R), the only Republican in the Texas delegation. The 
county Republican committee sought to bar Cantrell from 
the ballot, but the state supreme court upheld his candi- 
dacy. 

Under Texas law, any voter canchoose to participate 
in either the Republican or Democratic primary. GOP 
leaders have appealed to Alger backers to vote in the GOP 
primary and keep the labor leader from ‘“‘stealing our 
nomination.’’ They point out that if only 3,000 people vote, 
as happened in the 1954 primary, Alger could be upset. 

But some Democratic leaders claim that Cantrell’s 
real purpose is to draw conservative Democrats into the 
GOP primary, thereby weakening the opposition to Yar- 
borough in the Senate race. 

In 1957 Dallas County gave Yarborough only 25,886 
votes, while dividing 63,273 almost equally between Dies 
and Hutcheson. Obviously, if the 30,709 conservative 
Dallas voters who went for Republican Hutcheson in 1957 
can be persuaded it is necessary to vote in the GOP 
primary for Alger this year, Yarborough will benefit. In 
a close race, that margin may be decisive. 

On the Democratic side in the 5th District Congres- 
sional race, the leading contenders are State Rep. Barefoot 
Sanders, who has liberal backing, and State Rep. Joe Pool, 
a conservative Democrat who sponsored segregation bills 
in the state legislature. 





Other House Races -- Redistricting of Texas, which 
goes into effect with this election (1957 Weekly Report 
p. 1191), is a major factor in the other House primaries. 

In the 3rd District, Rep. Lindley Beckworth (D) is 
opposed by Fred Hudson, district attorney of Shelby 
County, just added to the district. 

In the 7th District, Rep. John Dowdy (D) is opposed 
by E.A, Stanfield, a former FBI agent who lives in Lufkin, 
seat of Angelina County, newly added to the district. 

In the new 22nd District, carved out of Harris County 
(Houston) to replace the abolished at-large seat held by 
Martin Dies, four Democrats have filed for the nomina- 
tion. The new district, by its past voting behavior, is 
believed to be of conservative coloration, and three of the 
four candidates fit that description. They are County 
Judge Bob Casey, 42, regarded by many as the front- 
runner; attorney and ex-State Rep. Rolland Bradley, 62, 





and Houston Controller Roy B. Oakes, 58. The lone 
liberal candidate is George W. Eddy, 54, an attorney, 

The district is regarded by Republicans as the site 
of a possible victory in November and attorney T. Everton 
Kennerly is unopposed in the GOP primary. 


Precinct Conventions -- Separate from the primary, 
but also on July 26, precinct conventions will be held in 
every Democratic voting district to begin the process of 
deciding party control for the next two years -- a period 
that will include the selection and instruction of the Texas 
delegation to the 1960 Democratic National Convention, 
The precinct conventions will elect delegates to the county 
conventions, which in turn will select delegates for the 
crucial Sept. 9 state convention. The liberal-loyalist 
Democrats of Texas are making a major effort to chal- 
lenge the conservative control of the party engineered by 
Daniel, with the tacit assistance of Lyndon Johnson and 
Speaker Sam Rayburn in 1954 and 1956. Daniel has fought 
back harder against the DOT than against his nominal 
opponents in the gubernatorial primary and the Sept, 9 
convention battle will be a bitter one. 








Texas Candidates 


Democrats Republicans 
Governor 
*Price Daniel 
Henry B. Gonzalez 
Joe A, Irwin 
W. Lee O’Daniel 
Senator 
*Ralph W.Yarborough Roy Whittenburg 
William A, Blakley 
Districts 
1 *Wright Patman 
2 *Jack B, Brooks 
3 *Lindley Beckworth 
Fred Hudson 
Joe Pool 
Barefoot Sanders 
James M, Shepard 
*Olin Teague 
*John Dowdy 
E.A, Stanfield 
* Albert Thomas 
*Clark W. Thompson 
10 *Homer Thornberry 
11 *W.R, Poage 
12. *Jim Wright 
13. *Frank Ikard 
14 *John Young 
15 *Joe Kilgore 
16 *J,.T. Rutherford 
17. *Omar Burleson 
18 *Walter Rogers 
19 *George Mahon 
20 *Paul J. Kilday 
21 *0O.C, Fisher 
22 Rolland Bradley 
Bob Casey 
George W. Eddy 
Roy B. Oakes 
*Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, see 1957 Almanac p. 183) 


Edwin S, Mayer 


*Bruce Alger 
Grover Cantrell 


NO n> 


Joseph E, A. Ross 


Oo oc 


T.Everton Kennerly 
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VIRGINIA PRIMARY RESULTS 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 849) 

Four-term Rep. Edward J, Robeson Jr. (D), 67, lost 
the Ist District (Newport News and vicinity) House nom- 
ination to Thomas N, Downing (D), 39, in the highlight 
race of the July 15 Virginia primary. Downing outpolled 
Robeson, 19,507 to 8,616, 

Robeson is a member of the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries and Post Office and Civil Service Committees. 
He won a narrow victory in the 1956 general election and 
lost the backing of local elements of Sen, Harry Flood 
Byrd’s (D) organization in the primary contest. Downing, 
a lawyer, has no Republican opposition for November, 

In the only other contest, voters of the 10th District 
(Washington, D.C., suburbs) nominated liberal Joseph H,. 
Freehill (D) to oppose Rep, Joel T. Broyhill (R) in Novem- 
ber. Freehill outpolled three conservative rivals by a 2-1 
margin. He opposes the state policy of closing schools 
rather than permitting them to be integrated, 

The Virginia Republican convention July 12 decided 
not to nominate a candidate against Byrd inthe Senatorial 
race, but to concentrate its financial backing on reelecting 
Broyhill and 6th District Rep. Richard H. Poff (R) and 
supporting 3rd District candidate Richard Ryder (R). 

The lineup for November: 


Democrats Republicans 


Senstor *Harry Flood Byrd 
Districts 
1 Thomas N, Downing 
2 *Porter Hardy Jr. 
3 *J, Vaughan Gary Richard Ryder 
4 *Watkins M,. Abbitt 
5 *William M, Tuck 
6 Richard F, Pence *Richard H., Poff 
7 *Burr P, Harrison 
8 *Howard W, Smith 
9 *W. Pat Jennings 
10 Joseph H, Freehill *Joel T. Broyhill 


*Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, see 1957 Almanac p. 183) 


CONNECTICUT CANDIDATES 


Action of Democratic district conventions July 8 
completed the selection of candidates for the Connecticut 
general election. Ex-Gov. Chester Bowles (D), anunsuc- 
cessful contender for the Senate nomination, received the 
Democratic nomination for the 2nd District House seat. 

Statewide candidates and Republican House candi- 
dates had been selected at earlier conventions. (Weekly 
Report p. 793, 862) 

The lineup for November: 


Cemenee Democrats Republicans 
*Abraham A, Ribicoff Fred R. Zeller 
Senator 
Thomas J, Dodd *William A, Purtell 

Districts 

1 Emilio Q, Daddario *Edwin H. May Jr. 

2 Chester Bowles *Horace Seely-Brown Jr. 

3 Robert Giaimo *Albert W, Cretella 


* Albert P, Morano 
*James T, Patterson 
* Antoni N, Sadlak 


4 Donald J. Irwin 
5 John Monagan 
At-Large Frank Kowalski 
* Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, see 1957 Almanac p. 180) 
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1OWA CANDIDATES 


(For background, see Weekly Report p. 740) 

An official canvass in the 7th District and a conven- 
tion in the 5th District have decided the last two Demo- 
cratic nominations for the Iowa general election, 

In the 7th, the official canvass showed Ellsworth O. 
Hays, 35, Hamlin farmer, defeated Duane Orton for the 
Democratic House nomination, 

In the 5th, where none of the five Democrats received 
the necessary 35 percent of the total vote in the June 2 
primary, the district convention chose Neal E, Smith, 38, 
of Altoona as the nominee for the House. Smith, an at- 
torney and past president of the Young Democrats, was 
the high man in the primary. 

The final lineup for November: 


Democrats Republicans 
Governor 
*Herschel C, Loveless William G, Murray 
Districts 
1 Thomas J, Dailey *Fred Schwengel 
2 Leonard G, Wolf *Henry O., Talle 
3 Michael Micich *H.R, Gross 
4 Steven V, Carter John Kyl 
5 Neal E, Smith *Paul Cunningham 
6 *Merwin Coad Robert E, Waggoner 
7 Ellsworth O, Hays *Ben F, Jensen 
8 Donald E, O’Brien *Charles B, Hoeven 


*Incumbent 


(For past vote percentages, see 1957 Almanac p. 181) 


KENTUCKY ELECTION CONTROVERSY 


Rep. Noble J. Gregory’s (D Ky.) suit charging fraud 
in the May 27 Ist District Democratic primary was dis- 
missed July 7. The action left Frank A, Stubblefield 
the winner of the nomination by 341 votes. (Weekly 
Report p. 793) 





Capitol Briefs | 


U.S.-CANADIAN RELATIONS 


President Eisenhower, during a July 8-11 visit to 
Ottawa, Canada, held a series of talks with Prime Minis- 
ter John G,. Diefenbaker and July 9 addressed the Canadian 
parliament. An Eisenhower-Diefenbaker statement re- 
leased July 10 announced the establishment of a Canada- 
U.S. Committee on Joint Defense. Following the confer- 
ences, Diefenbaker said he was ‘‘impressed at the very 
reasonable and cooperative attitude taken to assure’’ the 
settlement of any differences that might arise inthe eco- 
nomic field. (For texts of President’s speech and joint 
statements see p. 931) 


LITTLE ROCK INTEGR ATION 


The U.S, Circuit Court of Appeals in St. Louis, Mo., 
July 10 set Aug. 4 as the date for hearings of an appeal 
by the National Assn. for the Advancement of Colored 
People to review a Federal District Court order suspend- 
ing integration in Little Rock, Ark., for 30 months. The 
Court also appointed three judges tohear the appeal; John 
B. Sanborn of St. Paul, Minn., Harvey M. Johnson of 
Omaha, Neb., and MartinD, Van Oosterhour of Sioux City, 
Iowa. (Weekly Report p. 828) 
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Committee Roundup 





AGENCY PROBE 


COMMITTEE -- House Interstate and ForeignCom- 
merce, Legislative Oversight Subcommittee. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On whether Government 
regulatory agencies have followed the intent of Congress. 
(Weekly Report p. 913) 

TESTIMONY -- July 10 -- Subcommittee Counsel 
Robert W. Lishman put into the record a total of 
$3,096.56 in hotel bills he said industrialist Bernard 
Goldfine had paid for Presidential Assistant Sherman 
Adams from 1953 through May 1958. The total covered 
21 separate bills and was an increase of about $1,000 
over the nearly $2,000 in Adams hotel bills reported in 
June by the Subcommittee. (Weekly Report p. 737) 

Lishman also introduced $1,196.55 in hotel bills he 
said Goldfine paid for GOP Sens, Frederick G, Payne 
(Maine), Norris Cotton and Styles Bridges (oth N.H.). 
Lishman said bank records showed Goldfine’s Strathmore 
Woolen Mills Co. paid the Senators’ bills. 

Goldfine acknowledged paying the bills, and said the 
Senators and their wives were his guests at Plymouth in 
mid-1957 to see a newly acquired mill. 

(Payne said he and his wife had known the Goldfines 
for ‘‘some 25 years,’’ and ‘‘each time I tried to pay the 
bill and was informed it had beentakencare of.’’ Cotton, 
a director and stockholder in Goldfine’s Lebanon, N.H., 
textile mill, said Goldfine had paid numerous hotel bills 
for him in their long association, that his iaw firm still 
represented Goldfine’s interests, but he himself ‘‘ceased 
to represent’’ him after coming to Congress. Bridges 
said they all had been Goldfine’s weekend guests in 
Plymouth, that “Gov. Furcolo (D Mass.) also was there... 
there was no business...it was social...it’s the only hotel 
bill he ever paid for me in my life.’’) 

Goldfine refused to answer questions on a $20,000 
alleged ‘‘commission’’ he withdrew in 1947 from the 
Boston Post Development Co., a subsidiary of his East 
Boston Co, Chairman Oren Harris (D Ark.) told Goldfine 
his refusal to answer could lead to a contempt citation. 

(Following the hearing, Goldfine released a list of 
23 Governors to whom he said he gave bolts of woolen 
cloth at the 1955 Governors’ Conference ‘‘as tokens of 
good will and for advertising purposes.’’) 

July 11 -- Goldfine refused to answer as ‘‘not rele- 
vant’’ 23 questions, most of them concerning $305,684.46 
which he or others allegedly withdrew from the Boston 
Port Development Co., and which allegedly was charged 
off as ‘‘bad debts.’’ 

Goldfine said John R. Steelman, an assistant to 
former President Harry S, Truman in 1946-52, ‘‘helped 
me quite a lot’’ in1950 whenGoldfine sought a $12 million 
Reconstruction Finance Corp. loan to build a Boston 
underground garage. Goldfine said he had ‘‘more than one 
dinner’’ with Steelman. 

(Steelman said he was acting chairman of the National 
Security and Resources Board in 1950 and therefore was 
interested in the garage as a possible bomb shelter, but 
the loan fell through because of financing difficulties. 
He said he receives an annual Christmas food package 
from Goldfine.) 


(The Senate adopted a resolution (H Con Res 175) 
setting down a code of ethics for Federal officials, For 
provisions, Weekly Report p. 922) 

July 15 -- Goldfine, in a prepared statement, asked 
that the hearings be adjourned and a Federal District 
Court be asked to decide the ‘‘controversy as to rele- 
vancy’’ of Subcommittee questions. Harris rejected the 
proposal as not ‘‘reasonable.’”” 

Questioned again on his May 1955 Washington hotel 
meeting with Adams, Goldfine said Adams stayed ‘‘only 
10 or 15 minutes’’ and there were no business dis- 
cussions. 

(Goldfine, answering newsmen’s questions, said: 
he had met Adams at the White House on several occa- 
sions and during one luncheon with Adams was introduced 
to the President; Sen. Cotton rents a Lebanon, N.H., 
house owned by one of his companies.) 

(Sen. Payne verified a news report that he borrowed 
$3,500 from Goldfine in 1952 to help meet a $5,000 down 
payment on his $22,500 Maryland home, and an aide said 
Payne signed a demand note, to be paid as soon as 
possible.) 








Hotel Bill Payments 


The Legislative Oversight Subcommittee July 10 said 
Bernard Goldfine had paid a number of hotel bills since 
1953 for Sherman Adams and his children, Sarah and Samuel 
Adams, and for Sens. Frederick G, Payne (R Maine), Norris 
Cotton (R N.H.) and Styles Bridges (R N.H.). Following is the 
list of such hotel bills released by the Subcommittee; except 
where otherwise noted, the bill was incurred at the Sheraton- 
Plaza Hotel in Boston: 

Sherman Adams -- The Subcommittee said the following 
hotel bills, totaling $3,096.56, had been paid for Adams or 
members of his family: 

1953 -- Dec, 23-24, $171.01. 

1954 -- Jan. 23-24 (Waldorf-Astoria Hotel, New York 
City), $47.40; Feb. 12-16 (Waldorf-Astoria), $219.65; March 
19-20, $172.84; Dec, 21-22, $138.55. 

1955 -- March 9, $158.41; April 22-25, $221.34; June 4-5, 
$28.31; Nov. 24-25, $220.56; Dec. 27-28 (for Sarah Adams), 
$9.39; Dec, 27-28, $151.11. 

1956 -- March 10-12, $164.60; April 24-25, $187.85; Nov. 
21-22 (for Samuel Adams), $34.20. 

1957 -- March 8-9, $170.36; May 31, $50.00; June 7-8, 
$106.83; July 26-30 (Mayflower Hotel, Plymouth, Mass.), 
$262.29; Sept. 21-26, $361.13; Dec. 6-8, $161.27. 

1958 -- May 5-6, $59.46, 

Payne -- The Subcommittee said Goldfine had paid the 
following bills, totaling $674.86, for Payne: 

1955 -- Oct. 23-25, $36.60. 

1956 -- Feb. 10-11, $79.41; Oct. 11-14, $169.27. 

1957 -- Aug. 15-19 (Mayflower), $248.59 (includes Mrs, 
Payne). 

1958 -- April (day not given), $140.99. 

Cotton -- The Subcommittee said Goldfine had paid the 
following bills, totaling $339.71, for Cotton: 

1954 -- Jan. 8, $19.02; March 4, $19.57. 

1957 -- Jan. 17, $17.10; Aug. 16-19 (Mayflower), $162.23 
(includes Mrs, Cotton ); Nov. 8-10, $70.07; Nov. 26-27, $25.46. 

1958 -- April 6-7, $26.26, 

Bridges -- The Subcommittee said Goldfine had paid the 
following bill for Bridges and his wife: Aug. 15-18 (Mayflower), 
$181.98. 





(For comment, Weekly Report p. 918) 
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. Committee Reports 


The following bills previously approved by Con- 
gressional committees have now been reported (for 
earlier CQ stories see pages noted): 

HR 6239 (obscene literature), reported July 15, 
S Rept 1839. (Weekly Report p. 876) 

HR 13247 (national defense scholarships), re- 
ported July 15, H Rept 2157. (Weekly Report p. 875) 











Harris, after an executive session, said the Sub- 
committee had uncovered a new case of ‘‘gross political 
interference and influence’’ involving an Army contract 
with Raylain Worsted, Inc., Manchester, N.H., but the 
matter was outside his group’s jurisdiction and would be 
turned over to the Armed Services Committee. He said 
Goldfine did not appear to be involved, but he declined to 
say whether Adams was involved. Harris said a list of 
officers when the firm was formed in 1938 showed a 
Perkins Bass as clerk and secretary, but hedid not know 
if this was Rep. Bass (R N.H.). Bass issued a statement 
that: he had ‘‘no recollection of’’ the firm’s name; it was 
‘*possible’’ the iaw firm where he first was a clerk did 
incorporate Raylain, and if so, he ‘‘might have signed’’ 
the papers ‘‘purely as a routine and perfunctory matter.’’ 
White House Press Secretary James C, Hagerty July 16 
said a preliminary check showed three or four inquiries 
from Raylain were relayed by Adams over atwo or three 
year period to the Army Department, and Adams did 
nothing but sign the Army replies and relay them to 
Raylain. 

July 16 -- Goldfine said he would not dispute Sub- 
committee records showing he made 43 telephone calls 
to Adams in a six-month period from November 1957 to 
May 1958. He said, ‘‘A friend youcall whenever you see 
fit,’’ adding that he sometimes called Adams ‘“‘tofind out 
general conditions’’ on such things as tariffs, ‘‘because 
he might be posted better than I would be...”’ 

Goldfine also said he had bought ‘‘a suit or probably 
two’’ for Adams and charged them off as business ex- 
penses, and had given Adams two small rugs, ‘‘which I 
wouldn’t want back,’’ in additiontoa large Oriental rug. 

(Sen. Cotton told newsmen, ‘‘The people in my state 
know I wouldn’t sell my influence for a lodging or 
‘vittles.’’’ He said he still had $5,000 stock in a Goldfine 
company and had nothing to hide or apologize for.) 

July 17 -- Goldfine, inhis last day of testimony, said: 
he was ‘‘more at the White House’’ when Steelman was 
Truman’s assistant ‘‘than since Sherman Adams was in 
the White House’’; he had contributed perhaps a total of 
$100,000 to both political parties at a rate of around 
$4,000-$5,000 annually; his Christmas gift baskets ranged 
in cost as high as $800 and he sometimes sent as many as 
300 a year; he had sent Steelman Christmas gifts -- 
usually gift baskets -- ‘‘right along,’’ but he ‘‘never sent 
cash”’ to him. 

Subcommittee member Charles A, Wolverton (R N.J.) 
said the inquiry had centered ‘‘almost entirely on Sherman 
Adams,’’ and there should be ‘‘a general investigation’’ 
with Steelman questioned. 

Subcommittee member Peter F, Mack Jr, (D III.) told 
Goldfine, ‘‘ You profess to be aclose friend of Gov. Adams, 
yet if you were his worst enemy, you could hardly have 
hurt him more than you have by your failure to come 
clean with this Committee.”” 
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Committee Roundup - 2 


LABOR INVESTIGATION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Select Committee on Im- 
proper Activities in the Labor or Management Field. 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On labor racketeering. 
(Weekly Report p. 912) 

TESTIMONY -- July 10 -- Abraham Teitelbaum, ex- 
lawyer for Al Capone and former labor counsel for the 
Chicago Restaurant Assn., said that since his 1951 volun- 
tary appearance at Congressional hearings onincome tax 
collection scandals, ‘‘the Internal Revenue Department 
has been hounding me.’’ He then cited the Ist, 5th, 6th and 
16th Amendments in refusing to answer questions, but was 
overruled on use of all but the 5th by Committee Chairman 
John L, McClellan (D Ark.), Teitelbaum later told news- 
men he had brought many suits against unions ‘‘to protect 
my clients’ rights,’’ but said he never had any thought of 
“thwarting unionism.’’ (1951 Almanac p, 517) 

Chicago Police Lt. Joseph Morris said there was a 
1954 plot to hurl Teitelbaum to his death from his office 
window. Committee Counsel Robert F, Kennedy said the 
notoriety surrounding Teitelbaum’s tax difficulties led to 
the murder plot. 

July 11 -- Kennedy said there were two cases of in- 
timidation of future witnesses in Detroit and one in Chi- 
cago over the weekend. 

McClellan ordered contempt citations drafted for six 
witnesses who invoked the 5th Amendment repeatedly, and 
said it was time ‘‘for the courts to say whether the Sth 
Amendment was intended to be and can be used as a device 
simply to refuse to give information,..that could not pos- 
sibly be incriminating.’’ Facing citations were: Tony 
Accardo, described by the Committee as “‘reputed leader 
of a crime syndicate inthe Chicago area’’; Sam Battaglia, 
Marshall Caifano, Joseph (Caesar) Di Varco, Jack (Skippy) 
Cerone and Ross Prio. 

Committee investigator Laverne J, Duffy said Accar- 
do had ordered labor counsel Anthony V, Champagne 
“murdered forthwith’? because Accardo was upset bythe 
lawyer’s payment of income taxes, Champagne’s life was 
saved through friends’ intervention, Duffy said, but he re- 
signed as adviser to the Chicago Restaurant Assn. 

Champagne invoked the 5th Amendment when ques- 
tioned. 

July 15 -- Donald F, Kiesau, executive vice president 
of the Chicago Restaurant Assn., said he learned only 
“long after it happened’’ that Teitelbaum paid money to 
unions to enroll restaurant employees as members with- 
out their knowledge. 

James O’Connor, president, and Frank Trungale, 
secretary-treasurer and business agent, of Local 394, 
Hotel and Restaurant Employees and Bartenders Interna- 
tional Union (AFL-CIO), resigned their jobs shortly be- 
fore appearing as witnesses. Both took the 5th Amend- 
ment when questioned. 

July 16 -- Illinois’ Chief Arson Investigator John 
McFarland said a wave of 40 unsolved fires hit Chicago’s 
restaurant industry in 17 months, but added, ‘‘We can’t 
call it arson until we can prove it.’’ 

John Lardino, executive director, and Danny Lardino, 
business agent, of Local 593, Hotel and Restaurant Work- 
ers Union, resigned before appearing as witnesses. Both 
invoked the 5th Amendment. 

Gustave Allgauer, whose Chicago restaurant was 
burned down within two weeks after he was interviewed by 
Committee staff members, acknowledged shake -down pay- 
ments to union officials but denied payoffs to hoodlums. 








Committee Roundup - 3 


DEFENSE REORGANIZATION 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Armed Services. 

ACTION -- July 17 reported a bill (HR 12541 -- 
S Rept 1845) to reorganize the Defense Department, The 
Committee amended the House-approved bill to make it 
conform more closely with the President’s requests. 
(Weekly Report p. 481, 717,767) 

Chairman Richard B, Russell (DGa.) July 15 said the 
group had not followed the Defense Department’s recom- 
mendations completely but he did not believe the Admin- 
istration would find any ‘‘serious objections”’ to the bill 
as reported. (Weekly Report p. 915) 

The Committee eliminated a House provision that 
would permit either a service chief or secretary of a mili- 
tary department to appeal to Congress directly on any 
matter he deemed proper. The Committee’s version 
would permit only members of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to 
present Congress with recommendations on national 
security matters and would require prior notice to the 
Secretary of Defense. President Eisenhower had called 
the House provision ‘‘legalized insubordination.’’ (Weekly 
Report p. 718) 

Stricken from the House version was a provision -- 
also opposed by the Administration -- that would have per- 
mitted any member of the Joint Chiefs of Staff to force a 
Congressional review of any proposed transfer, reassign- 
ment, abolition or consolidation of a ‘‘major combatant 
function.’’ The Committee revised the sectionto require 
the Secretary of Defense to give Congress advance notice 
of any proposed change, Committees of either the Senate 
or the House would have 30 legisiative days to consider 
the proposal. If a committee of either chamber found the 
change would impair the national defense, then the Senate 
or House would have 45 more days to consider it. Ifa 
majority of the chamber involved upheld the committee’s 
veto of the proposal, the recommendation would be killed. 
This provision, however, would not apply tothe assignment 
of new weapons or weapons systems. The Committee also 
wrote into the bill a provision to establish by law the 
status of the Marine Corps, the Naval Air Force and the 
National Guard, thus insuring that these services could not 
be abolished or reduced under the transfer of function 
provision without Congressional approval. 

As reported to the Senate, the bill gave the Secretary 
of Defense greater leeway in exercising his new authority 
than was provided in the House version. The House- 
approved bill required each military department to be 
separately organized under its ownsecretary and to func- 
tion under the direction, authority and control of the 
Secretary of Defense, exercised through the respective 
secretaries of the departments. The Committee struck 
out the words ‘‘exercised through,’’ as requested by the 
President, and rewrote the section so that the assistant 
secretaries of the military departments would have au- 
thority to give orders concerning fighting forces if that 
authority specifically had been delegated to them by the 
Secretary of Defense. The assistant secretary’s order 
then would be required to go to the secretary of his 
service for approval. 

Other House-approved provisions were left in the bill 
by the Committee. (Weekly Report p. 767) 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- July 15 -- The Com- 
mittee on National Guard Matters of the Governors’ 
Conference sent telegrams to all Governors urging them 
not to accept reductions in the Army National Guard. 
The Army announced it would cut the Guard by 40,000 








men, Current strength of the Army National Guard ig 
400,000. 

The House Armed Services Committee approved a 
resolution (H Con Res 333) favoring a stronger National 
Guard and expressing it to be the sense of Congress 
that the Guard should be retained at its current strength, 


MUTUAL SECURITY APPROPRIATIONS 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Appropriations, 

CONTINUED HEARINGS -- On the fiscal 1959 Mutual 
Security appropriations bill (HR 13192), (Weekly Report 
p. 915) 

TESTIMONY -- July 11 -- Assistant Secretary of 
Defense Mansfield D, Sprague, in closed session, said the 
carryover of unexpended military assistance funds from 
fiscal 1958 to fiscal 1959 was $3.4 billion -- a new low, 
He said reductions inthe program ‘‘only increase the risk 
of being inadequately prepared, and the full effect is not 
felt unless a conflict begins.’’ 

July 14 -- Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Fred- 
erick W, Jandrey urged appropriation of the full $3.675 
billion already authorized by Congress for fiscal 1959, 
(Weekly Report p. 854) 

July 15 -- Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Donald 
Kennedy said the peace, stability and independence of the 
Middle East were ‘‘threatened today as never before.”’ 
He urged appropriation of $3.675 billion. (For Near East 
developments, Weekly Report p. 930) 

July 16 -- Deputy Assistant Secretary of State Walter 
S. Robertson said Mutual Security funds were necessary 
to bolster the non-Communist nations of Asia. 

RELATED DEVELOPMENTS -- July 12 -- The Sen- 
ate Banking and Currency Committee reported a resolu- 
tion (S Res 264 -- S Rept 1832) of Sen. A.S. Mike Mon- 
roney (D Okla.) which called for study of the feasibility of 
establishing an international development association, in 
affiliation with the International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development (World Bank), The proposed association 
would make long-term, low-interest loans for economic 
development in less-industrialized nations, repayable 
partly in local currencies. 


FOREIGN RELATIONS STUDY 


COMMITTEE -- Senate Foreign Relations, 

ACTION -- July 15 voted unanimously toundertakea 
one-year study of all aspects of United States foreign 
policy with special emphasis on the Middle East situation. 
It requested $300,000 for the study and voted to invite 
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles to testify at ‘‘his 
earliest convenience ’’ on developments leading to the 
dispatching of troops to Lebanon. (Weekly Report p. 930) 

A similar study was started in 1957, but only inter- 
mittent hearings wer held. (Weekly Report p. 231) 

The Committee also adopted a resolution requesting 
$150,000 for its American Republics Affairs Subcom- 
mittee for a probe of U.S. relations with Latin American 
countries. The proposed inquiry was an outgrowth of at- 
tacks on Vice President Richard M, Nixon when he visited 
South America, (Weekly Report p. 648, 910) 

In other action, the Committee voted to request $15,- 
000 to enable its Disarmament Subcommittee to continue 
its studies on disarmament. 

(For Committee Brie/s, p. 941) 
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CQ Senate Votes 128 through 131. 


(No Congressional Record Roll-Call Vote Numbers.) 











TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. | 128 | 129 | 130 | 131 Vote No. | 128 | 129 | 130 | 131 Vote No. | 128 | 129 | 130 | 131 
Yea 84 25 28 70 Yea 4 6 8 34 Yoo 44 19 20 36 
Nay 0 57 54 12 Nay 0 3] 3 3 Nay 0 26 24 9 
% ~ %S oO > Oo ~ % 
LH ES VLE S VYHES geee/ 
ALABAMA IOWA NEBRASKA RHODE ISLAND 
Hill Y NN Y Hickenlooper Y N N Y Curtis Yue =F een Yue * 
Sparkman Y NN FY Martin 7 me Ft Hruska VY eT F Pastore ooo 
ARIZONA KANSAS NEVADA SOUTH CAROLINA 
Hayden Y wm F Carlson YY vw Bible VY wom F Johnston YT we ¥ 
Goldwater 7 MN NM FT Schoeppel $ @ FT Malone Y wae Y Thurmond T° wee FS 
ARKANSAS KENTUCKY NEW HAMPSHIRE SOUTH DAKOTA 
Fulbright Yu YF Cooper Y wm FY Bridges .°y ¥ Case : 2 ee 
McClellan Y¥ NWN YF Morton 7, Woe F Cotton YS Mundt , 3 
CALIFORNIA LOUISIANA NEW JERSEY TENNESSEE 
Knowland Yu MY Ellender Y ton ¥ Case Y N-e-Y e t xX v 
Kuchel Y¥ NN YT Long Vo. & Smith Y Wem F Kefauver vy - 
COLORADO MAINE NEW MEXICO TEXAS 
Carroll YT uN YF Payne vv € F's Anderson Y © ww FY Yarborough ; =“ @ 
Allott Y we Ty Smith YT *% ¥ & Chavez T, 7 me ® Johnson Y wn iy 
CONNECTICUT MAR YLAND NEW YORK UTAH 
Bush Y ¥ ¥ S&S Beall * ¥F K F Ives ; S&F Bennett Y N N Y 
Purtell s ¥ 2: @ Butler YT ¥ F € a YT uw UY Watkins Y Ww we 
DELAWARE MASSACHUSETTS RTH CAROLINA VERMONT 
Frear 7, ¥ & ¥ Kennedy :& © MT Ervin Y @ HT Aiken TY Y-ve F 
Williams 7 YF Saltonstall YY ¥ ¥ Ww Jordan Y ww F Flanders YY = 2 4 
FLORIDA MICHIGAN NORTH DAKCTA VIRGINIA 
Holland T #2) \9% McNamara Y woe F Langer Y N N Y Byrd Y J -#'2 
Smathers t+ NOM F Potter v Foe ¥ Young Y WF % Robertson TY For 
GEORGIA MINNESOTA OHIO WASHINGTON 
Russell ¥Y @ &@- YY Humphrey iy er = Lausche Y =e =z Jackson f =e § 
Talmadge Y 2 « fF Thye YT wwe FY Bricker ee = Magnuson $ - ¢ 
IDAHO MISSISSIPPI OKLAHOMA WEST VIRGINIA 
Church Y uM MOT Eastland Ty #2 Y Kerr Y= 2% Hoblitzell Y Se. F 
Dworshak + oe Stennis Y wwe Y Monroney Y NWN YT Revercomb YY ¥ 8&8 F¥ 
ILLINOIS MISSOURI OREGON WISCONSIN 
Douglas ¥ Fu ae Hennings : «2m Fy Morse Y ww FT Proxmire Y N N Y 
Dirksen Y Bak F Symington t+ N N Y Neuberger Y N N Y Wiley Y ewe FF 
INDIANA MONTANA PENNSYLVANIA WYOMING 
Capebart ¥Y ¥ SF Mansfield T = ee Clark YY om O’Mahoney vy ea’ & 
} Jenner : ¥.e 8 Murray YY @ wm FF Martin V Fore *® Barrett YY wow 





Senate Ratifies Three Tax Treaties, Passes Bill Establishing 


Price Support Program for Four Domestically Mined Minerals 


128. Executive N, 85th Congress, lst session, Executives B and C, 
85th Congress, 2nd session. Tax treaties. Exec N, signed 
with Pakistan on July 1, 1957, was approved with a reserva- 
tion deleting a provision that would have given foreign tax 
credits to U.S. companies whose taxes were waived urder 
Pakistani law. Exec B, signed Aug. 22, 1957, extended the 
existing tax treaty with Belgium to the Belgian Congo and 
Ruanda-Urundi., Exec C, anotification from the United King- 
dom extending a 1945 tax treaty to 20 British territories, 
was approved with a reservation specifying that the extension 
applies to the treaty as it currently exists. Ratified en bloc 
84-0 (D 40-0; R 44-0), July 9, 1958. A ‘‘yea’’ was a vote 
supporting the President’s position. 


131. S 4036. Passage of the bill. 


129. S 4036. Domestic Minerals Stabilization Act of 1958, estab- 
lishing a 5-year price support program for domestically 
mined lead, zinc, tungsten and acid-grade fluorspar and a 
one-year stockpile-purchase plan for copper. Williams (R 
Del.) amendment to delete price supports for tungsten. Re- 
jected 25-57 (D 6-31; R 19-26), July 11,1958. A ‘‘nay’’ was 
a vote supporting the President’s position. (See story p, 919) 


130. S 4036. Williams (R Del.) amendment to eliminate language 
in the bill giving the Secretary of the Interior authority to 
borrow up to $350 million from the Treasury. Rejected 
28-54 (D 8-30; R 20-24), July 11,1958. The President did not 
take a position on the amendment. (See story p. 919) 


Passed 70-12(1) 34-3; R 36-9), 


July 11, 1958. A ‘‘yea’’ was avote supporting the President’s 


position. (See story p. 919) 


Y Record Vote For (yea). 
J Paired For. 
$ Announced For, CQ Poll For. 


N > Record Vote Against (nay). 
X Paired Against. 
- Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 


? Absent, General Pair, ‘‘Present,’’ Did 
not announce or answer Poll, 
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. Q House Votes 61 through 64. 


g to Congr | Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 128, 133, 134, 135.) 





House Votes 241-155 to Bar Courts from Ruling that Federal Law 


Nullifies State Law in Same Field Unless Specified by Congress 


61. 


62. 


H Res 597. Adoption of a rule granting six hours of debate on 
HR 3 (below). Adopted 268-114(D111-93;R 157-21), July 15, 
1958. The President did not take aposition on the rule. (See 
story p. 924) 


Congress should be construed as invalidating state anti- 
subversive laws. Agreed to 249-147 (D 107-103; R 142-44), 
July 17, 1958. The President did not take a position on the 
amendment. (See story p. 924) 


HR 3. Smith (D Va.) bill to provide that no act of Congress 63. HR 3. Keating (R N.Y.) motion to recommit the bill. Re- 
should be construed as nullifying state laws onthe same sub- jected 161-236 (D 111-100; R 50-136), July 17, 1958. A 
ject unless Congress so specified or unless there was an ‘‘yea’’ was a vote supporting the President’s position. (See 
irreconcilable conflict between a state and Federal law. story p. 924) 
Willis (D La.) amendment to include the text of HR 977, 
specifying that no subversive activities law already passed by 64. HR 3. Passage of the bill as amended, Passed 241-155 (D 
100-10; R 141-46), July 17, 1958. A ‘‘nay’’ was a vote 
supporting the President’s position. (See story p. 924) 
- KEY - 


Y Record Vote For (yea). 
J Paired For. 


N_ Record Vote Against (nay). 
X Paired Against. 



















































































$ Announced For, CQ Poll For. - Announced Against, CQ Poll Against. 
2? Absent, General Pair, ‘‘Present,’’ Did 
not announce or answer Poll, 
TOTAL DEMOCRATIC REPUBLICAN 
Vote No. 6l 62 | 63 | 64 Vote No. | 6] 62 | 63 | 64 Vote No 61 | 62 | 63 | 64 
Yea 268 | 249 | 161 | 241 Yea 111 | 107 | 111 | 100 Yea 157 | 142 50 | 141 
Nay 114| 147 | 236 | 155 Nay 93 | 103 | 100 | 109 Nay 21 44 | 1% 46 
seed / seed seer severe 
ALABAMA | Les a County 4 Flynt T ¥ MF 4 Adair + ¥ *.F 
3 Andrews ¥ F YNwY WwW 3 Forrester ¥ ¥ we Y 5 Beamer ¥ ¥ wy 
1 Boykin vy v.16 19 9 Holifteld N N Y N 9 Landrum Y ¥ hx 7 Bray YT ee y 
7 Elliott x ae y 17 King N N Y N 7 Mitchell Y Y N Y | 11 Brownson Y Vay 
2 Grant * © Beg 26 Roosevelt N N Y N 2 Pilcher ¥ FS YT 2 Halleck YTaF 
9 Huddleston YT ¥ Bw 21 Hiestand ¥¥ NYT 1 Preston *, ¥ MF 6 Harden Y =. ee 
8 Jones ¥YY¥Y WF 25 Hillings ¥ ¥ wT 6 Vinson ¥ Yo 10 Harvey Y Fv @-F 
5 Rains 7, ¥ 8 Y 22 Holt 7, v= FT IDAHO 3 Nimtz + F-ay 
4 Roberts Y ¥ X V | 18 Hosmer ¥Y Vay 1 Pfost NN Y N 9 Wilson + t:29 
6 Selden . ¥ i F 16 Jackson ¥v¥u Y 2 Budge Y Y N Y | IOWA 
ARIZONA 24 Lipscomb ¥¥aT ILLINOIS 6 Coad NN Y N 
2 Udall N N Y N 15 McDonough ¥ ¥ mY 25 Gray Y N Y N 5 Cunningham YY B 
1 Rhodes ¥TF RF 20 Smith ; a a eG 21 Mack N N Y N 3 Gross Y F es 
ARKANSAS COLORADO 24 Price NN Y N 8 Hoeven v¥ mT 
1 Gathings ¥ ¥ SFY 4 Aspinall Y NNN 16 Allen cw 7 Jensen Y Ya Y 
4 Horris , i a 1 Rogers N Y Y N | 17 Arends YYNY 4 LeCompte Y Jv xX Vv 
5 Hays Vv EV 3 Chenoweth ¥ ¥ KH F 19 Chiperfield + 7 YF 1 Schwengel ¥ WY 
2 Mills ¥Y ¥ &@ F 2 Hill ¥ ¥ @ FT 14 Vacancy 2 Talle Jv Jv Xx Jv 
6 Norrell y ¥ MY CONNECTICUT 15 Mason Y Y N Y | KANSAS 
3 Trimble Vv XV 3 Cretella Y N Y N 1 9g Michel YN YN 5 Breeding NNN Y 
CALIFORNIA 1 May , = ¥ F 20 Simpson +, ¥. FF 1 Avery VYNY 
2 Engle N X Vv X 4 Morano N N Y N 22 Springer ¥ VN YF 3 George ¥ VAY 
14 Hagen N N Y N 5 Patterson N N Y N | 23 Vessel Y ¥ RY 4 Rees ¥ Yee 
11 McFall NN Y N AL Sadlak YN Y WN Chicago-Cook County 2 Scrivner YT FS Y 
8 Miller NN Y¥ N 2 Seely-Broun N N Y N 7 Libonati NN YN 6 Smith ? 2 @ 4 
3 Mess N N Y N | DELAWARE : 12 Boyle N N Y N | KENTUCKY 
29 Saund N N YN | AL Haskell ¥ ¥ a 1 Dawson N N Y N 4 Chelf Y ¥ ay 
5 Shelley X N Y N | FLORIDA 8 Gordon XxX X v¥ X 1 Gregory ae ee 
27 Sheppard X N Y N 2 Bennett ¥ ¥ 2 SB 5 Kluczynski N N Y N 2 Natcher ’ Te 
12 Sisk NN Y¥ N 4 Fascell Y¥ ¥ wT 6 O’Brien NN Y N 7 Perkins N N Y N 
7 Allen xX X v¥ X 7 Haley YYNY 2 O'Hara NN Y N 5 Spence ¥ ¥ SF 
6 Baldwin , 2 ae 5 Herlong YY uN Y 9 Yates N N Y N 6 Watts Y Yury 
10 Gubser 7 YY we Y 8 Matthews a ae ef 3 Byrne ¥, v @ FT 3 Robsion YT ¥ SF 
4 Mailliard * 2% om 6 Rogers YY F FF 13 Church ¥Y ¥ BF 8 Siler vY ¥ we 
1 Scudder YY. Bee 3 Sikes ¥ ¥ YY 10 Collier ¥ ¥ ws LOUISIANA 
13 Teague *. 2m 1 Cramer ¥ Vv «OF 4 McVey Y¥ ¥ BY 2 Boggs a ae ee 
28 Utt Y Y N Y | GEORGIA £1 Shecken YVR 4 Brooks Y ¥uy 
30 Wilson ¥ ¥ ow Y¥ 8 Blitch Y Y N Y | INDIANA 1 Hebert YY AY 
9 Younger e F. Piw 10 Brown = F wey 8 Denton xX KX ak oh 8 Vacancy 
5 Davis ¥ ¥Y WY 1 Madden N N Y N 
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CQ House Votes 61 through 64. 














(Corr — | Record Roll-Call Vote Nos. 128, 133, 134, 135.) 
eve? eve? sve? ever? 
6 Morrison , ¥ wT NEBRASKA 5 Scott , i ih i 6 McMillan 7 vio 2 
5 Passman 7 THT 2 Cotsinghen 7 Y¥ “YF 12 Shuford ¥VJV¥ Xd 2 Riley ‘+. = 
7 Thompson i an. i 3 Harrison 7, Vv ww F 11 Whitener T VST 1 Rivers Y¥ ¥ Bw F 
3 Willis *% YT AY 4 Miller ¥y AF 10 Jonas ¥, ¥.-% SOUTH DAKOTA 
MAINE 1 Weaver Y Y N Y | NORTH DAKOTA 1 McGovern N N Y N 
2 Coffin Y N Y N | NEVADA AL Burdick xX Ry = 2 Berry vy eT 
1 Hale Y N Y N | AL Baring Vv Jv X Vv | AL Krueger Y Y N Y | TENNESSEE 
3 Mclntire YT MF NEW HAMPSHIRE OHIO 6 Bass Tt ae 
MARYLAND 2 Bass + MY 9 Ashley NN Y N 8 Everett Te eS ¥ 
4 Fallon Y N Y N 1 Merrow Y N Y N 20 Feighan eee ¥ 9 Davis T..7. a 
7 Friedel Jv xX Jv X | NEW JERSEY 18 Hays X N Y N 4 Evins 7. vn 
3 Garmatz YY aYrw 11 Addonizio N N Y N 19 Kirwan NN Y N 3 Frazier v= YF 
5 Lankford Y N Y N 14 Dellay N N Y N 6 Polk X N Y N 5 Loser * Vo = 
2 Devereux 7 2 10 Rodino N N Y N | 21 Vanik N N Y N 7 Murray vv -.¥ 
6 Hyde % ¥ uF 13 Sieminski Xx X v¥ X 14 Ayres N N Y N 2 Baker . ) ae 
1 Miller " ¥ @ Fy 4 Thompson N N Y N 13 Baumbart , 3 =z 1 Reece ¥¥ aT 
MASSACHUSETTS 3 Auchincloss Y N Y N 8 Betts . 2 Bie TEXAS 
2 Boland N N Y N 8 Canfield N N Y N 22 Bolton ¥ ¥.N 2 3 Beckworth eee 
4 Donohue “e Y¥Y ¥ WS 6 Dwyer YNY WwW 16 Bow , ¥ PF 2 Brooks Y 2.2 
7 Lane NY ¥Y 5 Frelinghuysen N N Y N 7 Brown 7, tk eS 17 Burleson x. =. 
8 Macdonald N N Y N 2 Glenn Y N Y N 5 Clevenger . = = AL Dies 7 t' f-¢_ 
12 McCormack NN Y N 12 Kean Y N Y N 11 Dennison 7 aT 7 Dowdy ae oe, Be 
11 O'Neill N N Y N 9 Osmers ¥v N Y N 15 Henderson + ty 21 Fisher Y ¥ OF 
3 Philbin oo 7 Widnall NN Y N 2 Hess ¥. ¥.8 = 13 Ikard ¥YTuNyY 
6 Bates | ae an ee 1 Wolverton 7 wT ® 10 Jenkins tJ = & vw 20 Kilday ’.. @ 
10 Curtis Y N Y N NEW MEXICO 4 McCulloch T+ TW YT 15 Kilgore TY i ¥ 
1 Heselton TRY & AL Vacancy 17 McGregor » a. a Me 19 Mahon y Fy ey 
14 Martin Y=. F AL Montoya a a a 23 Minsball ¥v¥Yay 1 Patman +. 3. oe 
9 Nicholson x ¥ &@ FT NEW YORK 3 Schenck 7, FS FT 11 Poage 7 Fy BY 
5 Rogers , 2s 30 O’Brien NN Y N 1 Scherer , > BY 4 Rayburn 
13 Wigglesworth ? Y N Y 3 Becker + YY ws 12 Vorys 7 ¥ a Y 18 Rogers ¥¥ ws 
MICHIGAN 37 Robison +, 7 SF OKLAHOMA 16 Rutherford eee 
12 Bennett Sw Y¥ 2 Derounian a ee. es 3 Albert 2. oe 6 Teague ¥¥a-¥ 
8 Bentley YY ¥ M.F 26 Dooley Y N Y N 2 Edmondson _s« 8 Thomas ,  & 
18 Broomfield ¥¥ w@ Y 27 Gwinn ; TT wT 5 Jarman Y ¥wwv 9 Thompson . Y & 
6 Chamberlain Y Y N Y 38 Keating N N Y N 4 Steed ¥ ¥ wy 12 Wright > + =e 
5 Ford * +t BY 33 Kilburn ‘et wee Y 1 Belcher YT ¥ SY 14 Young i 
9 Griffin Y 7 40 Miller Vv Y N Y | OREGON 5 Alger ry es 
4 Hoffman +, & @ FT 39 Ostertag , + 2 3 Green N N Y N AH 
3 Johansen a a oe 42 Pillion YY ¥S@ TF 4 Porter YT wY¥Y 2 Dawson aa ae TN 
11 Knox Y ¥ SF 41 Radwan Vv XV 2 Ullman NN Y N 1 Dixon "7. = 
7 McIntosh ; a a 43 Reed 7, Tw FT 1 Norblad , vw? VERMONT 
2 Meader Y Y N Y | 35 Rieblman Y Y N Y | PENNSYLVANIA AL Prouty VV @y 
Detroit-Wayne Conte 28 St. George ; a a. 25 Clark X N Y N_ | VIRGINIA 
13 Diggs N Y N 36 Taber ry = 28 Eberharter ae oo a 4 Abbitt , ae ae. Be 
15 Dingell N N Y N 31 Taylor ¥ ¥ wT 11 Flood N N Y N 3 Gary + Tf BT 
17 Griffiths | N N Y N 1 Wainwright N N Y N 30 Holland N N Y N 2 Hardy ¥Y ¥ Be 
16 Lesinski NN Y N 29 Wharton Y¥ ¥ BY 21 Dent N N Y N 7 Harrison YTVJT ay 
1 Machrowicz X X V X 34 Williams ¥ 2? 2 2 | 26 Morgan N N Y N 9 Jennings a ee 
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PRESIDENT PUTS OFF MESSAGE ON VETERANS BENEFITS 


President Eisenhower evidently has decided not to 
send his long-promised message on veterans benefits to 
Congress in 1958. Insiders say the combination of press- 
ure from veterans organizations and GOP leaders has ov- 
ercome Budget Bureau urgings that Eisenhower ask Con- 
gress to overhaul the network of laws covering veterans. 

Mr. Eisenhower’s recommendations were expected to 
follow those of the President’s Commission on Veterans’ 
Pensions, headed by Gen. Omar N. Bradley (ret.), The 
Bradley Commission recommended curtailing benefits for 
veterans who came home fromthe war unscathed, It said, 
in effect, that veterans who were not disabled in service 
should not expect special treatment from the Government. 

This Bradley Commission philosophy was opposed by 
the major veteran organizations, But if Mr. Eisenhower 
sent Congress a message asking enactment of Bradley 
Commission recommendations, Republicans would be ob- 
ligated to support him. 

Associate White House Press Secretary Anne W., 
Wheaton July 8 told Congressional Quarterly that revising 
veterans benefits had been discussed at the White House 
but no Presidential message has crystallized. 


Commission Background 


President Eisenhower Jan, 14, 1955, signed Executive 
Order 10588 establishing the President’s Commission on 
Veterans’ Pensions. He appointed its members March 5, 
1955, and released a letter to Bradley: ‘‘The objective of 
this effort should be to bring up to date and correlate... 
benefits and services so that veterans and their survivors 
will receive equitable treatment consistent with the order- 
ly development of public policy in this important area,’’ 

The Commission reported to President Eisenhower 
April 23, 1956. It said the Federal Government’s philoso- 
phy of veterans benefits should ‘‘be modernized and the 
whole structure of traditional veterans’ programs brought 
up to date.’” Among the Commission’s 70 recommenda- 
tions inits 415-page report were these controversial ones: 

@ ‘‘Military service in time of war or peace should be 
treated as discharging an obligation of citizenship and not 
of itself as a basis for future Government benefits.” 

@ ‘‘Special veterans’ benefits should be provided only 
for the significant requirements of veterans that arise di- 
rectly out of their military service; the ordinaryor non- 
service-connected needs which veterans have incommon 
with all citizens should be met...through the general wel- 
fare programs under which veterans are covered along 
with other people. Veterans’ non-service-connected bene- 
fits should be minimized and gradually eliminated.’’ 

@ ‘That Government life insurance be issued to serv- 
icemen upon termination of active service only if they have 
a service-connected disability that will prevent them from 
obtaining commercial life insurance at standard rates.”’ 

® Restrict veterans preference for civil service jobs 
to disabled veterans. 

® Rely primarily on social security for pensions instead 
of special ones for veterans, 


Veterans Groups’ Reaction 


The American Legion (2.8 million members), Veter- 
ans of Foreign War (1.3 million members), American Vet- 
erans of World War II and Korea (125,000 members) at- 
tacked the Bradley Commission report. They disputed 
the Commission’s recommendation that veterans without 
service-connected disabilities did not deserve any special 
treatment from the Government. In statements in 1956 
shortly after the report was released, the Legion said 
veterans deservedly have a ‘‘claimof special status;’’ the 
VFW called the report a ‘‘brushoff of the nation’s veter- 
ans; the AMVETS said veterans ‘‘should be treated as a 
select group.’’ The American Veterans Committee 
(25,000 members) May 28, 1956, said it ‘‘wholeheartedly 
endorses.,..(the) general philosophy and aims’”’ of the 
report. 


Eisenhower Statements 


Rep. George S, Long (D La.) May 7, 1956, asked 
President Eisenhower, by letter, for his views on the 
Bradley Commission report. Long said that Bryce Har-. 
low, Presidential administrative assistant, shortly after- 
ward told him the report ‘‘has been put under a tight 
analysis’’ and that it would be ‘‘some time”’ before ‘‘any 
conclusions are reached in regard to this report.’’ 

President Eisenhower May 30, 1956, wrote Chairman 
Olin E. Teague (D Texas) of the House Veterans Affairs 
Committee: ‘‘...A detailed review of this material (in the 
Bradley report) is now in progress in the Executive 
Branch, and I will submit specific recommendations to the 
Congress after these studies are completed.”’ 

In his Budget Message Jan. 16, 1957, Mr. Eisenhower 
said: ‘‘...Executive review is being made of agency com- 
ments on the comprehensive (Bradley Commission) re- 
port.... Aspecial message will be transmitted to the Con- 
gress outlining legislative proposals in this field....’’ 

Mr. Eisenhower Aug. 27, 1957, in signing a bill (HR 
52) into law (PL 168) that increased veterans pensions, 
said he expected to send Congress in 1958 ‘‘comprehen- 
sive proposals for veterans legislation.’’ 

In his Budget Message Jan. 13, 1958, Mr. Eisenhower 
said: ‘‘Under existing laws, our country is faced in the 
long run with large and increasing expenditures for vet- 
erans programs. While a further decline in readjustment 
benefits may be expected during the next several years, 
costs for pensions for needy veterans will increase sharp- 
ly. These pensions meet needs not related to the veteran’s 
period of service, but rather to the hazards to health and 
income that generally grow with increasing age. Funda- 
mental changes have taken place inour society in the last 
several decades which require us to reconsider the laws 
providing veterans benefits and services which now 
overlap other growing public benefit and welfare pro- 
grams. As I indicated last summer, a message on 
veterans affairs will be sent to the Congress at an early 
date.”’ 
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What’s Ahead? 








Committee Hearings 


July 21 -- EURATOM AGREEMENTS, Joint Atomic En- 
ergy. (tentative, postponed from July 16), 

July 21, 22 -- PRICE DISCRIMINATION (S 3850), Senate 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, Fair Trade Subc. 

July 21-24 -- AIR SAFETY, House Government Opera- 
tions, Legal and Monetary Affairs Subc. 

July 22 -- AIRPORT CONSTRUCTION GRANTS (S 3502 
and others), House Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
Transportation and Communications Subc. 

July 22-24 -- GOVERNMENT PURCHASING POLICIES, 
Senate Small Business, Government Procurement 
Subc. 

July 29-31 -- COMMUNISM IN THE SOUTH, House Un- 
American Activities, Atlanta, Ga. 

Sept. 3-5 -- COMMUNISM IN NEW JERSEY, House Un- 
American Activities. (postponed from Aug. 12-14). 


Primaries and Conventions 


July 26 -- Texas primaries. 

July 29 -- Arkansas primaries. 

Aug. 5 -- Kansas, Michigan, Missouri, West Virginia 
primaries, 

Aug. 7 -- Tennessee primaries. 

Aug. 12 -- Idaho primaries, Arkansas run-off primaries, 
New York district primaries. 


Dates are listed as released by sources and are sometimes subject to change. 


Aug. 19 -- Wyoming primaries. 

Aug. 23 -- Louisiana primaries. 

Aug. 25, 26 -- New York convention (state-wide candi- 
dates only). 

Aug. 26 -- Mississippi primaries. 


Other Events 


July 27-29 -- INTERNATIONAL APPLE ASSN, INC,, 
64th annual convention, Montreal, Quebec, Canada. 
4-8 -- AMERICAN NEWSPAPER GUILD (AFL- 

CIO) convention, San Jose, Calif. 

Aug. 5-8 -- SECRETARY OF STATE DULLES visit to 
Brazil. 

Aug. 24-30 -- NATIONAL ASSN, OF LETTER CARRIERS 
(AFL-CIO), convention, San Francisco, Calif. 

Aug. 25-30 -- NATIONAL FEDERATION OF POST OF- 
FICE CLERKS, (AFL-CIO), 30th annual convention, 
Boston, Mass. 

Aug. 28 -- NATIONAL CONSERVATION MEETING, 
sponsored by Western States Water and Power Con- 
sumers Conference, Denver, Cole. 

Sept. 11-13 -- UNITED STATES CONFERENCE OF 
MAYORS, 1958 annual conference, Roosevelt Hotel, 
New Orleans. i 

Sept. 16-19 -- NATIONAL CONFERENCE ON CITIZEN- 
SHIP, 13th annual conference, Statler Hotel, Wash- 

“~~, ington, D.C, 


Aug. 











STATUS OF APPROPRIATION BILLS IN THE 2nd SESSION 


The status of the 12 regular appropriation bills before Congress in the 2nd session of the 85th Congress. 

















*There was also $7.9 billion requested for interest payments on the national debt for which a fixed authorization exists. 


HOUSE SENATE 
Agency Requested Committee Passed Committee Passed Final 

Agriculture $ 3,320,888,539 $ 3,216,988,539 $ 3,216,988,539 $ 3,207,973,039 $ 3,207,973,039 $3,191,875,539 
Commerce 982,721,000 917,140,000 949,892,000 1,012,886,000 1,012,886,000 971,214,000 
Defense 38,196,947,000 38,310,561,000 38,409,561,000 
District of Columbia 

Federal Payment 27,660,600 22,860,600 22,860,600 24,360,600 24,360,600 

District Payment (215,153,500) (203,276,100) (203,276,100) (206,211,814) (206,211,814) 
Executive Offices 15,814,870 15,558,870 15,558,870 14,954,870 14,954,870 15,679,870 
Independent Offices 5,922,343,500 6,549,920,900 6,549,920,900 6,137,248,900  6,108,242,900 
Interior 414,484,600 413,145,600 413,145,600 488,939,950 489,916,950 459,675,950 
Labor-HEW 2,973,737 ,181 2,961,862,181 2,967,955,581 3,204,382,581 3,205,382,581 
Legislative 97,910,499 96,942,113 96,942,113 123,320,419 123,320,419 
Public Works 1,076,016,000 1,074,117,200 1,077,827,200 1,159,915,835 1,159,915,835 
State-Justice-Judiciary 589,215,011 570,722,613 570,722,613 588,717,113 588,717,113 577,904,113 
Treasury-Post Office 4,121,969,000 _ 4,100,608,000 _ 4,108,108,000 4,108,108,000  § 4,108,108,000 4,108,108,000 

TOTAL $57,739,707,800 $58,250,427,616 $58,399, 483,016 


A 13th bill, the Mutual Security Appropriation (HR 13192), must be passed but is not a ‘‘regular’’ bill as it requires annual au- 
thorization. For it, the Administration requested $3,950,092,500; the House July 2 approved $3,078,092,500. For 1958 action on 
fiscal 1958 supplemental appropriation bills, see Weekly Report No. 26, June 27, 1958, p. iii. 
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The Week In Congress 








Home Stretch In one of the busiest weeks of the session, the Senate passed 

a minerals subsidy bill and an omnibus housing measure, 
then began debate on reciprocal trade extension. The House approved a bill to 
reverse the so-called doctrine of preemption by implication -- a slap at a 1956 
Supreme Court decision. Both chambers passed a $386.7 million atomic construction 
authorization. Legislation to create a new civilian space agency and to give the 
Small Business Administration permanent status emerged fromconference and went 


to the White House. (Page 919-925) 


Supreme Court Powers 


For the past four years there has been sharp 
pressure in Congress for legislation to reverse key 
Supreme Court civil rights and states’ rights deci- 
sions or to curb the powers of the Court. Critics of 
the Court say it is usurping the legislative function; 
defenders say proposals to strip the Court of appeals 
power in a wide variety of cases reflect a kill-the- 
umpire philosophy. This week, together with the story 
of House action on the latest court-curbing bill to 
reach a vote, CQ brings you a complete, up-to-date 
rundown of all Supreme Court proposals pending in 
Congress. (Page 924, 926) 


And Now Hawaii? 


Hawaiian lobbyists -- fresh from the Islands -- are 
doing everything but a hula to get Congress to give 
them statehood this year. They flew to Washington 
right after Alaska was voted statehood by Congress. 
They had high hopes of riding the same statehood 
wave right into the Union. But Hawaii Gov. William 
F, Quinn now concedes the door is shut pretty tight. 
(Page 928) 


Defense Reorganization 


The Senate Armed Services Committee, reporting a 
Defense Department reorganization bill, brought a 
House-approved measure more into line with Admin- 
istration requests. Eliminated were House provisions 
permitting military officials to appeal directly to 
Congress and to force Congressional review. The 
Senate bill also gave the Defense Secretary greater 
leeway in exercising his new authority. (Page 950) 





Roll-Call Votes 


SENATE: Tax treaties, minerals stabiliza- 
tion, page 951. 
HOUSE: Preemption doctrine, page 952. 
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Mideast Crisis 


The Iraqi government revolt and subsequent 
dispatch of United States forces to the Middle 
East faced the West with the worst Mideast 
crisis since the 1956 Israeli-British-French 
invasion of Egypt. On Capitol Hill, House and 
Senate leaders of both parties supported the 
President’s military action. Criticism came 
from GOP Sen. John Sherman Cooper and Demo- 
cratic Whip Mike Mansfield. (Page 930) 











Delay on Veterans 


President Eisenhower evidently has had some second 
thoughts about asking Congress to overhaul veterans’ 
laws this election year. The White House says there 
has been discussion on revising veterans’ benefits, 
but it has not crystallized into a message. The 
message was expected to follow the Bradley Com- 
mission recommendations, but Chairman Olin E, 
Teague of the House Veterans Affairs Committee 
said the recommendations were too drastic to get 
anywhere in Congress. The delay is good news to 
GOP Congressmen up for reelection, who would be 
obligated to support the President. (Page 954) 


Southern Mood 


Observers are watching twoupcoming primary elec- 
tions for clues to the current political mood of the 
South. In Arkansas July 29, Gov. Orval E, Faubus 
(D) tries for a third term. He has two opponents, 
both critical of his actions in the Little Rock school 
integration crisis. In Texas July 26, Sen. Ralph 
Yarborough (D) meets ex-Sen. William A. Blakley 
(D) in a straight-out test between conservatives who 
backed President Eisenhower and liberals who stayed 
with Adlai E. Stevenson. House contests of unusual 
interest also are occuring in both states, and re- 
districting will play a part in the Texas outcome. 
(Page 944) 
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